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Digests of Recent Opinions 


PARENT AND CHILD — BAST-, 
ARDY — Actions under N.J.S.A. 
9:16 and 9:17 are not mutually 
exclusive; the action under 9-16 
may be maintained after a de- 
termination under 9:17 and 
such determination will be sub- 
ject to modification in the light 
of the determination in the 
later proceeding under 9:16. 

—Action under N.J.S.A. 9:17 is 
limited to securing order for 
such support of illegitimate 
child as is needed to keep it 
from becoming a public charge 
while that under N.J.S.A. 9:16 
is based on needs of child and 
financial ability of parent and 
is not limited to support needed 
to protect public. 

Digested from an opinion by 
J.A.D., rendered March 2, 
1960. Appellate Div. M. v. F. For} 
appellant—Bernard A. Campbell. 
For respondent — Anthony M. 
Lario. 

On December 3, 1958 defendant | 


Foley 


| termination in the Chap. 16 pro-| 





Judicial Conference 
The Annual Judicial Con- 
| ference will be held this year 
)on April 29th and 30th, in 
| Atlantic City. 

Reports of the Committees 





port ordered shall as nearly as| 
racticable conform to the stan-| 
dards of assistance established by 
the agency, while in all others it| 





shall take into account the needs} | which will be considered at 
of the plaintiff and the ability of| |the Conference are _ being 
the defendant to pay. |published in this and suc- 

The remedy provided by Chap.| |ceeding issues of the New 


| Jersey Law Journal. 
Edward B. McConnell 
Administrative Director | 
of the Courts 


16 is additional to the strict bas- 
tardy proceeding permitted by 
Chap. 17. Such action is like any 





& €e 
other civil action for support of 
a child, except that defendant 
must first be proved in the action 
to be the father of the child. 
Paternity of the child having 
been established, plaintiff is en- 
titled to pursue the remedies pro- | 





Opinions Approved For 
Publication 


March | to 7, 1960 


vided by NJ.S.A. 9:16-3 and R.R.! NOTE: Copies of the opinions listed 
6:5-4(b). | below are sent to each county law 
Defendants fear of double pen- | library. Any member of the bar may 

| secure a copy of the opinion in any 


alties is groundless. The judg-' 
ment entered on the Chap. 17] 
proceeding will be subject to mod- | 
ification if, as a result of the de-| 


particular case, without charge, by 
writing to the Clerk of the Supreme 
Court, State House Annex, Trenton. 
| SUPREME COURT 

ceeding, the interests of justice S0| State v. Cohen (A-70, decidcd 
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was adjudged the father of a| 
child born to plaintiff and ordered | 
~ pay $7.50 weekly for its support. 
The action was brought by the Di- 
rector of Welfare under N.J.S.A. | 
j:17-1 et seq. which provides for | 
such action by the Director where | 
an illegitimate child is or is likely | 
to become a public charge. 

On Jan. 4, 1959, while defendant 
was complying with said order, 
the mother instituted the present 
action under N.J.S. 9:16-1 et seq. 





gut of wedlock shall be entitled | 
to education and support from its 
parents to the same extent as if 
29m in wedlock and that pro- 
seedings to enforce this obliga- 
tion may be brought by one par- 
ent against the other. It further 
provides that in such proceedings 
consideration shall be given to 
the age of the child and the fin- 
ancial condition of the parents. 

The Magistrate dismissed this 
complaint on the ground of res 
udicata. On appeal the County | 
Court dismissed the complaint on 
the basis that it was duplicative 
and harassing. Implicit in this 
determination is the idea that 
hapters 16 and 17 provide mutu- 
lly exclusive proceedings to en- 
-oree but one obligation. 

The mother appeals. 

Held: The two statutes are 
cumulative and correlated, not 
Mutually exclusive. Chap. 17 pro- 
vides protection to the public 
against the cost of support of a 
nild born out of wedlock. It pro- 
only for an order for sup- 
f the child and for a bond 
ing to the State to indemnify 
any cost of supporting the 


















ucgitimate child. It provides for 
support of the child by the father 
“tne extent that same would be 
ourden on the public and no}! 


#2 OUr 
( 








16 

s S the}. 
B press language of NJ.S.A. 9:- 
-O-4 is made cumulative of the 


; vemedies contained in Chapter 17. 
further, the award is based on 
¢ financial condition of the 







ti to 
- amount needed to protect the 
¢ as is Chap. 17. The scope 
covery underscores the legis- 
Policy that such child shall 
titled to support and educa- 








, Recognition of the essential dif- 
“tence in terms of support be- 
“Ween an action brought by an as- 
‘stance agency in behalf of 
vernment, and one brought in 
*Aalf of the child itself is also 
‘tund in R.R. 6:5-4 which pro- 


"des that in the former the sup- 


require. 
Reversed and remanded. 


Rules Wife Can Sue For 
Loss of Consortium 


Lansing (ACCN) — Married 
women of Michigan now enjoy 
the right to sue for loss of con- 
sortium under a recent 4-3 deci- 
sion of the state Supreme Court 
here. 

Justice Talbot Smith, who 
wrote the majority opinion, said 
this decision was a great step 
away from the old English and 
Roman law that a wife is only a 
“vassal, chattel, and household 
drudge.” 

The ruling was made in the 
case of Mrs. Shirley Montgomery 
of Garden City, who sued Wil- 
liam S. Stephen, the driver of a 
car that collided in 1958 with 
one driven by her husband, Rob- 
ert, injuring him severly. 

She asked $35,000 damages, 
saying she had been deprived of 
her husband’s “aid, assistance, 
enjoyment, sexual relations, love, 
conjugal affection, companion- 
ship, felicity, advice, counsel, 
comfort, cooperation, and mu- 
tual service.” 


Judge Carl M. Weideman dis- | 


missed the case in Wayne coun- 
ty court. The high court reversed 
Judge Weideman on an appeal 
by Mrs. Montgomery. She con- 
tended that the negligence of 
the defendant had made her 
husband a “physical and psy- 
chological wreck, a mere shell of 
manhood.” 

Justice Smith said, “Were we 


to rule upon precedent alone, | 


we would have no trouble with 
this case. We would simply tell 
the woman to be gone, and take 
her shattered husband with her 
Legally, today, the wife 
stands on a par with her hus- 
band. The obstacles to the wife’s 
[court] action were judge-in- 
vented and they are herewith 
judge-destroyed.” 


Next Bar Exam 
Dates Set 


The State Bar Examiners an- 
nounce that the next examina- 
tion for admission to the Bar of 


New Jersey will be given on Thurs- | 


day and Friday, July 14 and 15, 
1960 at Trenton. The exact place 
at which the examination will be 
given will be announced later. 
Those intending to take the 
examination must file their no- 


tices of intention with the Clerk} 


of the Supreme Court between 
April 14 and May 14, 1960. 


March 7, 1960) 

| Reversed judgment of App. 
|Div., 56 N. J. Super. 509, and, 
|after dropping first two of five 
counts against defendant alone, 
indictment is returned to trial 
court for proceedings. Court will 
take judicial notice of duties of 
police officer as well as their 
source and thus form of indict- 
}ment was sufficient. While first 
[two counts, as presently worded, 
do not charge a crime, those 
charging defendant with solicit- 
ing parking meter collectors to 
j}steal and share receipts with 
him and encouraging parking 
meter repairman to steal re- 
ceipts for him do charge mis- 
|conduct in office by police offic- 
ler who is guilty when he either 
(himself commits or solicits 
|others to commit such crimes. 


lin re Recall Election Ballot, 
| Hackensack (A-78, decided Mar. 
|7, 1960) 

Affirmed judgment of App. 
Div., 57 N. J. Super. 257. RS. 
|40:84-14 to 16 furnish no express 
| answer to question whether in- 
| cumbent councilmen can suc- 
| ceed themselves in event of their 
irecall. However, in absence of 
|malconduct or fraud, cannot up- 
set concluded election for ballot 
irregularity unless the irregular- 
ity has likely influenced result. 
|Exclusion of appellants as can- 
|didates to succeed themselves 
| did not affect election where 
|/names of only the number to be 
| elected appeared on ballot and 
the vote was 16,41° for recall 
)and 14,758 against it. 
| Kentucky Dept. of Mental Health 
|v. Mullins (A-71, decided Mar. 7, 
| 1960) 





Affirmed judgment of App. 
iDiv., 56 N. J. Super. 449, essen- 
|tially for reasons expressed 


|therein. However, do not agree 
ithat action by administrator “is 
|bottomed on an artificially con- 
trived situation without sub- 
|stance” (at p. 463). As action on 
| decree in this case should equit- 
jably be considered only to ex- 
|tent basic claim is not barred by 
istatute of limitations, there is 
ino need to determine if period 
| prescribed by N. J. S. 2A:14-5 ap- 
|plies to beneficial holder of pre- 
jexisting foreign judgment. 


|Eli Lilly & Co. v. Sav-On-Drugs, 





Inc. (A-85, decided Mar. 7, 1960) 

Affirmed judgment of Chane. | 
Div., 57 N. J. Super. 291, for rea- | 
sons expressed therein. 


|In re E. J. McGovern Dairy Pro- 


} 


ducts, Inc. (A-86, decided Mar. 
|7, 1960) 
Affirmed judgment of App.| 


| Div. for reasons expressed in per 





(Continued on page 9, col. 3) 


Report of the N. J. Supreme Court's Committee 


On The County District Courts 


TO THE HONORABLE, THE 
CHIEF JUSTICE AND THE 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICES OF 
THE SUPREME COURT OF 
NEW JERSEY: 

The Committee met on several 
occasions and heard suggestions 
of various members of the Bar, 
who were invited to the meetings 
of the Committee. 


The Administrative Director | 


of the Courts made available to 
the Committee, written sugges- 
tions sent to him by members of 
the Bar, together with sugges- 
tions for amendments to the 


Rules which were received by | 


the Committee on Rules, and 
which were referred to the 
District Court Committee for 
its consideration since the Com- 
mittee on Rules did not deal 
with any proposals affecting the 
District Court in its report. 
The District Court Committee 
held an open meeting on Novem- 
ber 19, 1959, at the Hotel Dennis, 
Atlantic City, New Jersey, at the 
mid-winter meeting of the State 
Bar Association. The matters 
discussed at the various meet- 
ings of the Committee, and the 
actions taken by the Committee 
follow, and are classified in sev- 
eral groups: 
In Group A, are Included those 
proposals which, in the opin- 


ion of the Committee are 
meritorious. 

In Group B, are included those 
proposed changes which the 
Committee considers to be 
of general interest, or in- 
volve questions of policy. 

In Group C. the Committee 
has placed those suggestions 
which it considers to be 
without merit or are now 
covered by the Rules. 

Respectfully submitted, 
Harold W. Borden 
Arthur C. Dunn 
William H. H. Ely 
Alton V. Evans 
A. Alfred Fink 
Sidney H. Kantrowitz 
Charles Kors 
Edward V. Martino 
George R. Morrison 
Roger M. Yancey 
Benjamin P. Galant, 

Chairman. 
. * s 
GROUP A 

Proposals which in the opinion 

of the Committee are meritor- 

ious. 

R.R. 7:4-6(a) Service of Process; 
By Whom and How Served; 
Dismissal for Failure to Serve 

Proposal: 

That rule be amended to pro- 








(Continued on page 9, col. 1) 








New Jersey State Bar Examinations 
Attorneys - February 1960 


INSTRUCTIONS 

1. Do not write your name or 
otherwise identify yourself any- 
where in any answer book. 

2. Use ink. Write legibly. Leave 
at least two lines between an- 
swers. 

3. Each answer should show: 
a recognition of the issue or is- 
sues presented; an understand- 
ing of the facts; a statement of 
the principles of law applicable; 
and the reasoning by which you 
arrive at your conclusion. Clear- 
ness of expression and concise- 
ness of statement will count. 
You should confine yourself to 
the particular problem or prob- 
lems presented in each question 
and should not volunteer in- 
formation that is not material 
to the solution. The value of an 
answer depends not upon its 
length, nor upon the mere cor- 
rectness of the conclusion, but 
upon the presence and quality 
of the elements above men- 
tioned. 

4. Answer the questions in the 
order they are put. State at the 
start your ultimate conclusion; 
then set forth your analysis and 
the reasons for your solution. 
Demonstrate not merely your 
memory, but your ability to 
think. 

5. At the beginning of each 
question, there appears an esti- 
mate of the approximate time 
within which it is expected each 
question may be adequately an- 
swered. This is for your inform- 
ation only as an aid in deter- 
mining what part of the total 
time available 
should be allotted to the partic- 
ular question. 

QUESTIONS 
(Est. Time—20 Min.) 

1. Simon Simple bought a 1959 
used Cadillac from Albert Abs- 
cond, a used car dealer. Simple 
was unable to agree with Abs- 
cond on a price for the trade-in 


|of a 1958 Ford Fairlane, and fin- 


ally told Abscond, “I will deliver 
the car and the certificate of 
title to you, and give you a com- 
mission of ten per cent if you 
find a buyer for me. When you 
find a buyer for anything over 
$1,500.00 I will come in and sign 


in the session | 


|the title certificate, get my 
;money, and give you your com- 
|mission.” Abscond agreed. With- 
in the next week Abscond sold 
Simple’s car to Harry Hotrod 
| for $1,275.00, taking $275.00 in 
cash and a conditional sales 
'contract to which was attached 
|Hotrod’s negotiable promissory 
note to Abscond’s order for 
|$1,000.00 payable monthly over 
\two years. Abscond forged Sim- 
| ple’s signature on the title cer- 
ltificate, had a new certificate of 
| title issued in his own name, 
|endorsed this certificate to Hot- 
lrod and Usury Finance Co., and 
delivered the title certificate and 
car to Hotrod. Abscond then en- 
dorsed and delivered Hotrod’s 
;note and contract to Usury Fi- 
|/nance Company for $900.00, sold 
|the remaining cars on his lot at 
wholesale and caught a plane to 
|/South America. Neither Hotrod 
inor Usury had any knowledge 
lof the forgery. Meanwhile Hot- 
|rod took the car home and re- 
moved the original engine and 
|put in a new high compression 
engine, worth $750.00, which he 
‘owned. Simple learned what 
itranspired and started a re- 
plevin suit against Hotrod, ob- 
|taining possession after posting 
a bond. Hotrod notified Usury 
he would make no further pay- 
|ments on the note. Usury started 
la replevin suit against Simple 
jand an action on the note 
j}against Hotrod. 

(a) What are Simple’s rights 
|against Hotrod and Usury Fi- 
;nance Co.? 

(b) What are Usury Finance 
|Co’s rights against Hotrod? 

} (Est. Time—25 Min.) 

| 2. On July 12, 1953, the King 
'Solomon Mining Co. of Mount 
| Hope, New Jersey, signed a writ- 
|ten contract with Bethel Steel 
|Co. of Bridgeton, New Jersey, to 
deliver to Bethel 500,000 tons of 
|a specified quality iron ore con- 
jcentrate not later than Dec. 31, 
| 1953 for a price of $1.00 per ton. 
'On Aug. 15, 1953 King Solomon 
‘telegraphed Bethel. “We want 
|to be released from contract be- 
| cause rising production costs due 








(Continued on page 6, col. 1) 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 


APPEAL — Held, under circum- 
stances present, appeals dismiss- 
ed for failure to file brief pre- 
senting adequate legal argu- 
ment, for failure to provide 
proper appendix with brief, and 
for failure to appear and to 
argue merits when cause was 
called for argument. 


Digested from a per curiam 


awarded by the commissioner$ 
in court. The court denied Vito’s 
motions and granted the State’s 
motion. Vito and Silvio filed no- 
| tices of appeal from these orders 
| and also applications for stay and 


|leave to appeal therefrom. Both | 


| the applications for stay and for 
| leave to appeal were denied. Nev- 
}ertheless briefs and appendices 


the law by the appellate court, 
the appellate court may suppress 
the brief and may order offending 
counsel to serve and file proper 
adequate briefs. Violation of the 
rules as to briefs and appendices 
is subject to dismissal of the ap- 
peal in a suitable case. 

R.R. 1:8-5(b) and (c) provide 
that if appellant fails to appear 
when a case is called for argu- 
ment or is not prepared to argue 
it, the court may dismiss the ap- 





83 N. J. L. J. Index Page 129 





| ’ e ee 
U.S. District Court Decision 
LIMITATIONS — FEDERAL. Feb. 21, 1958—Civil action in- 

TORT CLAIMS ACT stituted. 

Plaintiff sues for personal in-| June 4, 1958—Action dismiss. 
juries sustained Feb. 20, 1956 at |ed by consent without prejudic. 
an Internal Revenue Service of-| June 2, 1958 to July 3, 1953_ 
fice. The U. S. moves for sum- | Exchange of correspondence 3; 
|mary judgment on the ground | to status of claim. 
|this action was commenced be-|_ Feb. 24, 1959—second Form ¢; 
| yond the two year period allow- | filed, specifying damage of $50y 
‘ed by the Federal Tort Claims! Mar. 13, 1959—second Form 9; 





\boo 





opinion rendered March 1, 1960.| were filed by both sides and the 
Appellate Div. State v. Lanza. Vito | appeals came on to be heard on| 
Lanza, pro se, Appellant. For | Feb. 24, 1959. A single “Brief and | 
respondent—Philip Lindeman, II.| Appendix” was filed on behalf of | . 
(David D. Furman, Atty. Gen.| both Lanzas. It contains no legal|°f the record data necessary 
Bernard Hellring, Special Coun-| argument and little beyond a quo-| the court's consideration of the 
sel). ‘tation of R.R. 4:37-1, a flat state- | merits of the appeal, and that 
This is a condemnation action|™ent that Vito is covered there-|€ach copy of the brief contain 
commenced by the State to ac-|>Y. and that no authorities other | SU°n an appendix. ; * ltesecege lie : 
‘jviq| than the record are necessary to| I the circumstances of the peng Riggio ad is filin: D 

quire lands of defendant Silvio| “" ‘ a = July 12, 1956—F 95 2 on his flix 

indicate that a proper case for| Present case and since neither} y 14, 199 orm 95 return- | i ae 

Lanza, as part of the Round Val- |! prope ) ilvio will be seriously|ed with letter stating it could |°f the second Form 95 and it 
intervention has been presented.| Vito nor Silvio will be seriously | | subse ithdrawal to sy: I 

ley project. Defendant attacked | ~ ee eigae : * rejudiced by the dismissal of the|not be processed as it did not |°™) quent withdrawal to sus. 

the constitutionality of the en-| With the Brief is what is desig-| Pre)U y tain this suit against the defens 


| Act, or in the alternative for an |returned with advice claim i, 
1:7-11 requires that the|Order reducing the ad damnum |excess of $1000 could not be pro. 
‘clause of the complaint to $1,000 | cessed. 

| April 14, 1959—$5,000 cla, | | 

formally withdrawn from agency I 
May 1, 1959—withdrawal ace. 
r 

A 


appeal. 
RR. 


appendix set forth the substance 
for | OF less. 


The chronology of events is: 
Feb. 20, 1956—injury 

June 11, 1956—Form 95 (claim 
|for damages filed with Internal | 


nowledged by LRS. 
May 26, 1959—present suit ip. 
stituted. 


Plaintiff relies 


1 i S ismiss-|Set forth amount claimed for Maree 
abling act both before the State ne ees of Hmitations. 


and U.S. Supreme Court but the 
question was determined adverse- 
ly to him. An award was there- 
after made by condemnation com- 











nated an “Index to Appendix” 
listing all the pleadings, but none 


and appellants filed with the 
clerk only a single, barely legible 
carbon copy of the pleadings on 


ed for violation of and pursuant | damages. 
; 1 = | 
are set forth in whole or in part| to the above rules. 


APPEAL — Held, since right of 
alleged appellant to appear | 


Held: The Federal Tort Claim: 


| . 

[no status if the order below was | Act, 28 U. S. C. 2401(b) as it reac 

|proper. Accordingly, the parties |2t the times here material pro. 

are directed to appear on March | Vided that a tort claim agains: 
the U.S. shall be barred unles 


14 to argue the question of why | 




































missioners and that award is now F 5 
al 

under appeal separately. = : ico gl poe ag a aon an order should not be entered | >e¢gun within 2 years after such 
Vito Lanza, a New York lawyer, On Feb. 20, 1959, a letter was the right to intervene, parties | that the appeal of Vito from the | claim accrues or unless, if the } - 
has ve and collaborat- rag nen to = oh of | are ordered to argue question | denial of intervention be con- | claim is not in excess of $1000 it is LAC 
ing with his brother Silvio|U yg — y oe — of why that issue should not |Sidered and disposed of prior to presented to the appropriate Fes. fe 
throughout. Three days after the) % Vito Langa requesting With-| be considered and disposed of | hearing of the issues on the main /eral agency within 2 years afte I ¢, 
decision of the N. J. Supreme holding of oe an a before issues of main appeal|@ppeal dealing with the ade- fat accrues and suit is instituted je 
addy peepee sonnel. sae) a withdrawal of the claim from tl 
corded a aee vio purport- . Rae : As to the State’ ti | withdrawal of the claim from the 

; : —Obligation to order transcript; 4S to the State's motion to | : 13 ey in 
— convey a 1/10 interest to aca ose gage — from stenographic reporter — SS to neigh = Bacar pine od nouce Bt MU! 
: - a : ye and to pay reporter sum suf- |COMply wi R. 1:2-8, there is | : OS1W0r pa 
aio bat of thls deed Vito|on Feb 24 Silvio was not present.) cient to caver cost thereof [NO merit to elther contention |%! the claim |=) 
ease comgregré so ucing r di tC - th ‘i is on appellant and fact that contra made by Silvio and Vito. Damages here were claimed i, mi 
See See are ” ngage ie inca et gt ~ a8 there is cross-appeal in no-| F.R. 1:2-8 requires that where | the amount of $5000, whereas, 2 he 
the State countered with a mo-| plication as’ wi raiiaa , rm wise changes these require- |2N appeal is taken from a court | the time, the IRS. could not ar: pe 
tion for leave to deposit the sum ssp Peon — - ee as ments of BR. 1:24. “ =_— - eigen meee | 2: —_ — of $1000. % D 
! _ +4 | 0 e evidence was taken, the | U.S.C. . A claim in excess of 5... 
argue the merits. Vito declined] Appellant ordered to “Tans. |2PPellant, on or before the date | $1000 not being susceptible of aé- J 35 
stating he was not prepared to do cript and with clerk deposit of filing the notice of appeal | ministrative adjustment, must be F pam 

so. : Riga : : shall serve on the stenographic | regarded as a nullity. Since the ae 
3 0 Held: The appeal of Silvio is pra psec i pm reporter who reported the cause, | $5000 claim was of no legal effec: as 

dismissed for his failure to appear ms _._. |Or his successor, a written re-|it necessarily follows that ix At 
4 0 LEGAL || or be represented when the cause| Digested from a per ‘eo [quest for an original and first | withdrawal cannot give life « De 
a was called for argument. R.R.|Pinion rendered March 2, |carbon copy of the transcript ...| this otherwise untimely suit se 
FOR me (Decided Feb. 23, 1960). Appel-|and shall pe : ; nent 

per annum 1:8-5(b). : j;and shall deposit with the re Moti for summa udemer: i 
: boas late Div. State v. Lanza. For the ffici Motion 10r Ss ry Juagmen dinal 

ALL The appeal of Vito is dismissed ce Po Philip Lindeman H poe a sum sufficient to pay | pranted D 

ilure =e such fees as may be require SL oy 

a: eens So: eae: Se (David D. Furman, Atty. Gen., | jaw : penned Opinion by Meaney, DJ., file 34 

compounded when the case was called, RR. : Hellri ial aw. The rule further requires ‘cam 3. 190) te tater ¥. Us sé 
1°8-5(c) and for failure to file an|2tty- Bernard Hellring, special | that the appellant shall endorse | @2rCn 4, 1900 in Leder v. vs stn 

quarterly FUNDS counsel). Contra—Vito F. Lanza | on the notice of oat tifi. | Civil No. 449-59. Steisel, Gunders- ace 
adequate brief and appendix, R.R. ical! l appeal a certl - 5 4s Meet ate 

1:7-9(a) and 1:7-1(f) and Silvio Lanza. cation that on a date stated he orf & Wolf for plaintiff. Haro: § and 

Funds Insured up to $10,000 A legal problem of some degree On Oct. 8, 1959 a notice of ap-|complied therewith. The re-| Weideli Jr., Ass’t US. Atty, fof nz” 

by U. S. Govt. instrumentality { difficult d complexity was |Pe2! was filed by defendant Sil- | quirements of the rule are ex- | the Government. ? 

es wo vio Lanza, pro se and by Vito F. | plicit. It is the appellant who is | De! 


Transactions may be handled by mail 
FREE PARKING at Kinney Garage 
Your account or inquiry invited 


MOHAWK 


SAVINGS and Loan Assn. 


40 COMMERCE ST., NEWARK 2, N. J. 
Mitchell 3-0260 
Philip Klein, President 





presented by the appeal insofar 
as the intervention question is 
concerned. A determination of a 
question of practice as important 
as this ought not be made with- | 
out adequate briefing and argu- | 
ment by the parties. R.R. 1:7-9(a) 
provides that where a brief filed 
is so inadequate that justice can- 
not be done without an indepen- 
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dent examination of the facts or 
| 




















Securities and Exchange 


ARTHUR 


TELEPHON 


Financial Printers | 


SPECIALISTS in all printed forms and documents 
required for filing and registration with the 


New Jersey Division of 


PANDICK PRESS, INC. | 


71-73 CLINTON STREET, NEWARK 5. N. J. 


} 
| 


Lanza as “intervening defendant 
and attorney pro se” from a| 
judgment directing payment to | 
Silvio of $57,623.93 for his prop- | 
erty taken in condemnation. The 
Lanza’s_ subsequently filed a/} 
“supplemental and amended | 
notice of appeal” on Oct. 14, 1959 | 
seeking to review two orders of | 
the trial judge. Plaintiff filed a | 
notice of cross-appeal challeng- | 
ing the amount of the award. 
Plaintiff now moves to dismiss 
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W. CROSS, INC. | 





E MArKET 3-4994 
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the appeal on the ground ap- 
pellants had not complied with 
the requirements of RR. 1:2-8 | 
(a) and (e) in that they failed 
to include in the notice of ap- 
peal a certification that they 
had deposited with the steno- 
graphic reporter a sum suffic- 
ient to pay the required fee for | 
‘the preparation of a transcript, 
|as well as for the further reason 





i] | that they had in fact failed to de- | 


posit such sum with the report- 
er. Silvio and Vito assign as rea- 
sons for their failure to perfect 
lthe appeal that there was un- 
certainty as to whether a com- 
plete transcript could be pre- 
|pared because one of the court 
reporters who recorded the, trial 
was temporarily in the army and 
that there is some question as 
|to who has to pay for the trans- 
cript in view of the cross appeal. 
Vito’s claim to a right to in- 
tervene, which was denied be- 
|low, is based on a purported deed 
from Silvio for a 1/10th interest 
jin the property condemned, al- 
j\legedly given after the con- 
|demnation proceedings were in- 
|itiated. 
| Held: The right of Vito to ap- 
|pear and argue the pending ap- 
|peal depends upon whether in- 
|tervention was properly denied 
ibelow. This issue should be de- 
|termined before consideration of 
ithe main appeal since Vito has 





required to order and deposit 
the cost of the transcript on or 
before the date of filing his not- 
ice of appeal. The fact that 
there is a cross-appeal in nowise 








changes the requirements of 
Fete. 12-8. 
Appellant was early advised | Plant Founded In 1888 


that the transcript could be pre- 

pared and was directed to de- | 
deposit $2,200 to cover the cost | 
thereof. Though this court would 

be justified in dismissing the ap- 

peal for what appears to be cal- 

culated disregard of the rules, it | 
only hereby formalizes the order 

made at oral argument that Sil- 

vio deposit the $2,200 with the | 
reporter on or before February | 
29, 1960. 


No deposit for costs has yet | and Florida 
been made with the clerk of the | 
appellate court as required by | 


R.R. 1:2-10. This deposit should | CHELSEA TITLE and | 
also be made by Feb. 29, 1960. GUARANTY COMPANY | 


Failure to make the deposit | 
| for costs or to pay for the trans- Main Office: 
cript within the time specified | Boardwalk National Bank 
|will result in dismissal of the = ee , 
appeal and supplemental appeal. nce inca 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS tion where the basic evidence} dict was created by a Special Act|}inant purpose. An _ incidental 

. PP eit bcaln ak is | sought to be supplied is of such| of the Legislature wherein it was} qualification is not sufficient upon 
nin. yUNICIPAL LAW — EVIDENCE |a “joint” meeting then held by it} 4 fundamental character that it) cited as “A Society of religious| which to ground a claim for an 
. —Parol evidence cannot be in- and the township planning board.| ©2Mnot be characterized simply, men living in community and de-| exemption”. The court then gave 
miss- yoked to alter or supplement | Plaintiff countered that as a mat-|2S involving procedural aed voted to charitable works and the| as an example that a church is 
adice the official minutes of a muni-| ter of fact no township committee | OMitted from existing minutes. | education of youth.” Its objects} not within the classification of 
953_ cipal body. meeting was held on that date. Here the court went further and| Were stated as “the education of| an “educational institution” even 
ce @  _parol evidence cannot be the) There were no minutes of a/ assayed the parol evidence but| the ng and the establishing of| though it operates parochial 
pasis for creating minutes re-| township committee meeting on| found that it did not establish} Chure schools or other schools under its 





flecting municipal action of 
such a fundamental character 
that it cannot be characterized 
simply as involving procedural 
items omitted from existing 
minutes. 

Held, parol evidence could not 
be used to establish “introduc- 
tion” and “passage on first 
reading” of a zoning ordinance 
at a meeting of which there are 
no minutes. 


May 18, 1954 though there were 
minutes of a Planning Board 
meeting which mentioned a zon- 
ing ordinance. 

The court admitted parol evi- 
dence that there was a meeting 
on May 18 and plaintiff’s evidence 
contra. It rejected the munici- 
7s contention that the refer- 
ence to the ordinance in the Plan- 
Board minutes was an ef- 
for minutes of 





fective substitute 
















that there was a committee meet- 
ing on May 18. This court, from 
an independent analysis of the 
evidence, finds the trial court’s 
finding of fact amply supported | 
by the record and that it was not| 
contrary to the weight of the 
evidence as defendants assert. 
(b) Even prior to the amend-| 
ment of R.R. 4:88-15 by R.R. 4:88- | 
15(c) it was recognized that cases} 
in which ultra v acts or acts 





i@s~and conducting of ser- 
vices therein.” | 

The Order conducts two schools. 
The instructors in each are or- 
dained priests. This is part of its| 
activities. | 

Under the will, however, the! 
schools as such are not the nam-| 
ed beneficiaries. The income is| 
payable to the Order to support| 
young Roman Catholic men who} 
are studying for the priesthood. | 


Moreover, the statutes here in- 


jurisdiction. 
Affirmed. 





| WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION— 


An injury suffered by a prisoner 

or inmate of a correctional in- 

stitution while doing work dur- 

ing confinement is not compen- 

sable. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Nadell, J.C.C., rendered March 1, 
1960. Passaic County Court. Brown 


ra MITATIONS — ACTIONS IN the alleged actions by the town-| affecting the constitutional rights| VOlved operate institutions; | 
dit OF PREROGATIVE : saying yee a we | affecting the constitutional rights perate on the institutions; | v. Jamesburg State Home. For 
E LIEL tOG: “ ship committee and found that in| of a plaintiff were found to exist| they make no reference to the 1) ; 
5 Se i; the Menils ; Eee Meee SG : & piallivis were ft a 9 ai Raa ia i appellant—Daniel and Albert L. 
WRITS _ 1e ime imita- I no sucn meeting had peen were not barred by the time limit- purpose for which the fund be- Cohn (Richard Lifland a ear- 
tion in R. R. 4:88-15 does |} . It also rejected an offer of| ation in the rule. Failure to ob-| Gueathed is to be devoted. It is sees) For os iene Prete D 
not bar cases involving ultra a resolution adopted Sept. 5, 1958] serve the fundamental statutory| the character of the transferee Furm “s Atty. Gen her ‘Cece L 
vires acts or acts affecting the adopting minutes of the alleged! provisions le to the en-| institution and not the use to!) wing Dep oe pins ; 
constitutional rights of a plain- meeting of May 18. | actment of the ordinance depriv-} Which the funds are put, that de- ae spirit Ag 
tiff, such as failure of the muni-| Defendants contend the court | ed plaintiff of his constitutional] termines the impact of R.S. 54:34- Petitioner appeals from a dis- 
cipality to observe fundamen- erred (a) in refusing to hold that|rients. Strict adherence to those|4d. The sole question to be de-| Missal of his petition for compen- 
carta * | sation for injuries sustained while 
is whether the 








tal statutory provisions refer- 


despite the non-existence of min- 


statutory provisions is mandatory. 






cided therefore 
Order is a religious institution or 


he was an inmate of the State 


Pasa able to enactment of the or- utes of a meeting of the commit-} (.) por similar reasons. there 
meee } dinance in question. tee on May 18, parol evidence! ;. 45 merit in the contention that| 22 ¢ducational institution “ac-|Home for Boys at Jamesburg 
‘tes | LACHES — ESTOPPEL — The de- established such meeting (b) that] Dy aintiers cla - “barred by| COrding to the most natural and | working in the truck garden at 
Ped fenses of laches and estoppel plaintiff failed to commence his| P22" Pe Tee ia Ps obvious import” of the statutory | the institution. 
= cannot be recognized if the re-| action within the time required cic ye vee ——. eed a re language. And, in order that a} Held: The issue is whether there 
— sult thereof is to give vitality to by R.R. 4:88-15 (c) that plaintiff sg Riper 2 py ines n transferee may successfully claim | is an employer, employee relation- 
z = an ordinance which never came was barred by laches, (d) that the het aa ae e es acai pets exemption as an educational in-| ship between the State and an 
~ into legal being. court erred in refusing to permit}... sey me nel pe stitution, it must be proved “free| inmate of the State Home for 
MUNICIPAL LAW — A munici-/| defendant to supplement the rec- ee ee on m a er from a fair doubt” that the pri- | Boys at Jamesburg. 
pality cannot by subsequent res-| ord by introduction of the reso-| (4) The trial court correctly} mary and dominant object of the! The Workmen’s Compensation 
olution establish and adopt lution of Sept. 5, 1958. ruled the — of Sept. 1958 organization is educational. This| Act. in NJ.S.A. 34:15-36, defines 
minutes of a meeting allegedly, eld: (a) The trial court would} 224 0 legal effect. A municipal-| has not been shown here. It is}employer as synonymous with 





held previously of which there 
are no minutes 

ed from an opinion by 
J.A.D., rendered March 1, 


Digest 
Digest 
s 




















have been fully justified in refus- 
ing to receive testimony seeking 
to create minutes of the alleged 
township committee meeting on 


ity cannot supply four years later 
what it should have done and did 
not do at a previous time. This 
effort is not a correction or 
amendment but an effort to cre- 





not a dozninant purpose of the 
Order to educate persons who 
have no desire to become mem- 
bers. It was expressly testified 
that the educational function was 





“master” and employee as synony- 
mous with “servant and includes 
all .. . who perform service for 
an employer for financial consid- 
eration.” Under this definition 





aby 360. Appellate Div. Catalano v.| May 18, 1954 and to establish the ate thet which neve win: in al. , 
ng Pemberton, For appellants—Mar- | introduction and reading of the|ioo.. this would wert ere alle furtherance of the predomin-| jt has been held that employment 
fee | “2 L. Haines (James Logan, Jr.,| zoning ordinance. Parol evidence] )°53)° dyinciples established as ant purpose of supplying the needs! ordinarily presupposes a contrac- 
‘Me: § atty). For respondent—Salvatore | cannot be invoked to alter or sup- pea ee “}of the Church. | tual relation; there must be a 
cen Avena plement the written word of a| SW@eS tor municipat action. In Board of Missions v. Neeld,| contract of hire, express or im- 
em Defendants appeal from a judg-| municipality. While parol evi-| Affirmed. 9 NJ. 349, our Supreme Court) plied in fact. And, the burden of 
it ent declaring void a zoning or-| dence has been admitted to sup-| __ ee er said the legislative purpose was| establishing all the statutory re- 
men: of the defendant town-| ply factual details which actually | INHERITANCE TAX—RS. 54:34-| “to exempt an institution whose | quirements is upon the petitioner. 
ip purportedly adopted June 4,| existed but which were not re-| 2b and 4d operate upon the na-| primary aim and object Was he exact point raised here was 
filed 4 judgment was based on! corded in the minutes, this does| ture of the institution receiving} educational and not one whose} gotormined adversely to the peti- 
US d ination that the ordin-! not justify recognition of parol a bequest and not on the pur- educative function is in fur-| —— = Rae eetecnad = 
\ders- ce had not been “introduced”| evidence which seeks not only to} Pose for which the bequest is|therance of another predom-j; (Continued on page 5, col. 5) 
faroli § and had not “passed a first read-| establish the holding of a meeting| made. 
., fo ing” as required by the then ap- | of which there is no official rec- | —The character of the transferee fi gigas = a ees a 
Y law (R.S. 40:49-2). ord, but also to prove actions al- institution determines whether ELL ga SeTEAITEE 
es idant township commit-/|legedly then taken of which there| it is exempt under RS. 54:34- _ ee 
‘ee contended the ordinance had| are no minutes. Parol evidence 4d. / 





= 


een “introduced” and “passed a 
rst reading” on May 18, 1954 at 





cannot be the basis for creating 
minutes reflecting municipal ac- 








AN IMPORTANT ASSET—- 


—Burden is on transferee claim- | 
ing exemption as educational | 
institution to prove “free from 
a fair doubt” that its primary | 
and dominant object is educa- | 
tional. 





—Transferee whose’ educative 
' function is in furtherance of 
another predominant purpose, 
as for example a church, does 
not qualify for exemption under 
R.S. 54:34-4d. 


Digested from an opinion by 
Freund, J.A.D., rendered March 2, | 
1960. Appellate Div. Deubel v.| 
‘ so? oe Kervick. For appellants—Leon- 
| es — and it can be for you too. lard Estrin (Deubel and Estrin,| |\ | 
| It’s likely that among the more than 675,000 wicca ew 
titles in our plant we have back title on the Appellants are the executors of | | 
| the estate of Maurice Froehlich | | 
who, by his will, bequeathed his | 

| 


Our experience proves that the 


For years (71 to be exact) we have been 


building our title plant. An important asset? interests of attorneys’ clients and 


our customers are best served by | 
the spirit of cooperation that exists 
between the Members of the Bar 


: and this Institution. 
very one you are about to examine. 
residuary estate in trust to pay} 
the income for 99 years to a fund | 
to be used “for the education of | 
poor worthy Roman Catholic} 
young men studying or desiring 
| to study for the Roman Catholic 
Priesthood of the Order of Saint 
Benedict”, the class of persons so 
| designated to be selected by the 
Abbot of St. Mary’s Abbey. ! 


e 
mm vent ese tee ||| HOWARD SAVINGS 


| come to be produced by the resi- 
Institution | 


| duary estate over the 99 years is 
Chartered 1857 


| $226,927.80. After allowing a $5000| j 
|exemption the inheritance tax 
764-768 Broad St., Newark 1, New Jersey 
| Acts as Executor, Trustee, 


We invite your inquiry. 
TRUST DEPARTMENT 
MORTGAGE DEPARTMENT 


x * * * 


| LARGEST 
| TITLE PLANT 
| IN THE STATE 





| bureau applied a 5% tax rate on 
| the balance under RS. 54:34-2b 
| governing transfers to “religious, 
benevolent and charitable insti- 
tutions.” The executors appeal} | 
contending that the request was i\ 
tax exempt because the benefici- 
— | ary is not a “religious institution” 
TRENTON » HACKENSACK but an “educational institution” 
NEW BRUNSWICK +» FREEHOLD within RS. 54:34-4d and hence 
exempt from taxation. 
Held: The New Jersey Branch 
of the World Order of Saint Bene- 


New JERSEY REALTY TITLE 
INSURANCE COMPANY 
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PUBLIC EMPLOYMENT AND THE FIFTH 
AMENDMENT TODAY 


A case decided by the United States Supreme Court on Febru- 
ary 29th - Nelson and Globe v. County of Los Angeles - is a startling 
contrast to the decision, now four years old, in Slochower v. Board 
of Higher Education of The City of New York, 350 U. S. 551. 

Nelson and Globe were both employees of the County of Los 
Angeles. Both refused to answer certain questions put to them while 
they were witnesses before a Subcommittee of the House Un-Amer- 
ican Activities Committee, giving the possibility of self-incrimina- 
tion as a ground for refusal. They were then discharged by the 
County. Nelson’s dismissal was upheld by an evenly divided Su- 
preme Court, Chief Justice Warren not sitting: and Globe’s was 
affirmed by a vote of five to three. It is Globe’s case that presents 
the contrast to Slochower’s. 

Slochower, an assistant professor at Brooklyn College, had 
been called as a witness by a subcommittee of the United States 
Senate. When asked if he had been a member of the Communist 
Party in 1940 and 1941 he refused to answer on the ground that his 
answers might tend to incriminate him. This brought him face to 
face with Section 903 of the Charter of New York City specifying 
that a refusal to answer questions on the ground of self-incrimina- 
tion would terminate the employment or tenure of the employee 
or officer refusing. So Slochower was dismissed by the Board of 
Higher Education. 

The Supreme Court set the dismissai aside, holding it was a 
violation of due process of law. Mr. Justice Clark wrote the majority 
opinion, and three justices dissented: Reed, Burton and Minton. 
The majority opinion in the Globe case was also written by Mr 
Justice Clark, and Justice Black, Douglas and Brennan dissented. 

Neither Professor Slochower nor Arthur Globe was given a 
hearing after refusing to answer questions and before dismissal. 
Both were employed by municipal corporations, units of the gov- 
ernment of their respective States. Both were dismissed under 
statutes which by their terms made a discharge mandatory for 
every public employee who might refuse to answer questions put 
to him by an investigating body. 

When first decided, the Slochower case was praised as a sound, 
courageous protection of civil liberties and was also denounced as 
an example of the Court’s waywardness in that field. It did not 
appear at the time to be a narrow decision, tailored snugly to the 
professor’s individual measurements. Concerning section 903 of the 





VOICE OF THE BAR 





COMMENT AND CRITICISM INVITED 





| Editor, 
New Jersey Law Journal 


1960 presents serious challenges 


individual lawyer. Many of your 
comments are quite true but in 
fairness to all concerned, may I 
be heard? 

First, your remark that the 
| State Bar Association has not 
evinced much interest in estab- 
lishing a committee on civil rights, 
casts doubts upon the fulfillment 
of the duty of the Association in 
this direction. Present commit- 
tees of the Association are well 
able to handle any case affecting 
the civil liberties of persons or 
organizations. You cannot cite a 
single instance in the last twenty 
years wherein the Association has 





| been derelict in its obligations in 


this field. Personally I respect and 


|admire your Editor who has done 


|fine work on the Civil 


Rights 


|Committee of the American Bar 


Association. Such suggestions as 


| he may have for the improvement 
| of our work in this field are wel- 


| come and will be acted upon with- 


out delay. Upon reflection I am 
certain you will agree that this 
oblique criticism of our state as- 
sociation was not warranted. 


Before leaving the subject of 


thoughts are expressed in your 
editorial at the very moment the 


momentous debate affecting pres- 
ent situations. Rather it seems 
the style to criticise inattention to 
matters not even under consider- 
ation. 

Again, on the matter of civil 
rights, you ask what is the organ- 
ized bar doing to protect the 
rights of racial, social and eco- 
nomic minorities. You gratuitous- 
ly call the attention of your read- 


ciation was asked to participate 
and none appeared in a recent 
case involving the rights of a ra- 
cial group to benefit from F.H.A. 
committments in the purchase of 
homes. We may assume that the 
American Bar Association also 
made no attempt to enter this 
case. No assertion is made that 
the so-called minorities were not 
well represented by able counsel. 
Under these circumstances it is 
entirely probable (a) 
rights of the minorities were well 
protected by their counsel and the 
courts; (b) that an attempt by a 
bar association to enter the case 
could well be regarded as an un- 
welcome interference; and (c) 
that there are two sides to every 
case, including a civil rights case 
and no bar association should in- 
terject itself unless the need is 





New York City Charter, the majority said: 
“As interpreted and applied by the state courts, it 
operates to discharge every city employee who invokes the 

Fifth Amendment. In practical effect the questions asked 

are taken as confessed and made the basis of the dis- 

charge ... It matters not whether the plea resulted from 
mistake, inadvertance or legal advice conscientiously given, 
whether wisely or unwisely. The heavy hand of the statute 
falls alike on all who exercise their constitutional privilege, 

the full enjoyment of which every person is entitled to 

receive.” 

Then why was the discharge of Arthur Globe upheld? In spite 
of the flat statement of the Brennan dissent - “I believe this case 
to be governed squarely by Slochower” - the majority found dis- 
tinctions between the two cases. The California statute does not, 
as did the New York City Charter, expressly apply to an employee 
refusing to answer a question “on the ground that his answer 
would tend to incriminate him”. Rather, California makes it the 
duty of a public employee to answer questions in specified areas: 
Personal advocacy of force to overthrow the government, present 
knowing membership, or knowing membership since 1945, in any 
organization advocating the use of force for that purpose, knowing 
present or past (since 1945) membership in the Communist Party, | 
and personal advocacy of the support of a foreign government in | 
the event of hostilities. The statute then goes on to provide that 


missed from his employment in the manner provided by law”. 


urgent and plain. In this day and 
age, we also have an obligation 


| to look out for the rights of the 
| majorities. 
| well organized minorities try and 
| often succeed in defeating just 
| causes. 


Keep in mind that 


You neglected to mention one 


civil liberties and civil rights, is| 
it merely coincidental that these | 


great filibuster on civil rights goes | 
on and on in our United States | 
Senate, and yet not a word on this | 
|popular causes. Our score in this 


ers to the fact that no bar asso- | 


that the! 


| 
i\of Judge Wyzanski’s most com- 


|pelling questions: 
Your editorial of March $3rd,| 


“What are 
lawyers doing about the rights 


|of members of voluntary associ- 


to the organized bar and to every | 


ations, i.e. the rights of members 


'of trade unions”. Here you would 


have a real bone to chew on. 
Another interesting question 


,of the famous jurist from Bos- 
{ton was “What are lawyers do- 


ing to stem the effects of taxa- 
tion on individual initiative?” I 
do not understand why you did 
not mention this question in 
your list. Truly this query opens 
a field of discussion dear to the 
hearts of all of us. More serious- 
ly it points up a problem prob- 
ably just as fundamental as the 
question of civil rights itself. 
How long can Mr. Taxpayer tol- 
erate the ever mounting costs of 
government? How long will he 
be able to pay increased federal, 
state, county and municipal tax- 
es to say nothing of the scores 
of hidden taxes - without col- 
lapsing under the load? And as 
Mr. Taxpayer goes - so goes the 
nation. 

In response to the question 
“Will leaders of the bar come 
forward to defend unpopular 
causes”, the answer for the New 


Jersey Bar is an unqualified“yes”. | 
|The one instance to which you 


refer cannot begin to overcome 
the fine work of lawyers in every 
county. You know so well that 
day after day, members of the 
bar, in cases ranging from mash- 
ing to murder, give of their time, 
their skill and their personal 
fortune. None of these cases are 


inning is almost perfect. 


/Courses in ethics alone may no: 


| 


| 


‘responsibility as well as the 


You ask “Does the bar make | 
‘candid, objective and public ap- 


praisals of nominees for judicial 
appointment?” Perhaps not to 
the extent it should. Our state 
bar association Committee on 
Judicial Appointments quite re- 
cently reported that on all ap- 
pointments referred to it, studies 
had been made and conferences 
had with the Governor before 
the appointments became effec- 
tive. The County Bar Associa- 
tions might well set up similar 
committees to deal with appoint- 
ments to the bench in their re- 
spective counties. Prior to reap- 
pointment, these associations 
could undertake to have their 
membership consider the con- 
duct and ability of the incum- 
bents and forward their public 
recommendations to the State 
Senator and Governor. 

I wholly disagree with your 
blanket condemnation of our 
New Jersey Bench. Your remark 
that “As a profession we pay a 
very heavy forfeit for our toler- 
ance of recurrent deterioration 
of the bench” seems without 
foundation. The public press and 


|the bar has generally approved 


all of the appointments over the 
last few years. By and large we 
have an excellent, hard working 
bench in our state. True we may 
have some clinkers. Perhaps 
there are several who do not 
make good judges. But the vast 
majority of our judges constitute 
the finest bench in the country. 














was discharged specifically operated ‘to discharge every city 


employee who invokes the Fifth Amendment. 


In practical 


effect the questions asked are taken as confessed and made 
the basis of the discharge.’ This ‘built-in’ inference of guilt, 
derived solely from a Fifth Amendment claim, was held to 


be arbitrary and unreasonable. 


But the test here, rather 


than being the invocation of constitutional privilege, is the 
failure of the employee to answer. California has not predi- 
cated discharge on any ‘built-in’ inference of guilt in -its 
statute, but solely on employee insubordination for failure 
to give information which we have held the State has a 
legitimate interest in securing .. . Moreover it must be re- 
membered that here—unlike Slochower—the Board had 
specifically ordered its employees to appear and answer.” 
It may appear cynical to say that a public employee cannot be | 
refusal to answer questions in these fields will make the employee | dismissed on a “built-in” inference of guilt for asserting his con- 
guilty of “insubordination” and he “shall be suspended and dis-| stitutional rights before a congressional committee, but can be| 


| dismissed on a “built-in” inference of insubordination for doing so. 


Another difference on the facts between the two cases was an| Whatever the form of expressing the result, Nelson and Globe v. 
order to Globe from his employer that he go to the hearing and| County of Los Angeles opens the door for all States to paraphrase 
the California legislation and thereby compel their public employees | 
to appear before committees of Congress and, under penalty of dis- 
missal, answer all questions in the areas defined by the particular | 


answer the questions of the congressional Subcommittee. | 
The reliance of the Court’s majority upon the statutory distinc- | 
tions and the order to testify are summed up in the opinion: | 
“However, the New York statute under which Slochower 


| statute. 


{quoted the Time corresponde:: 


|matters as the difficulty face: 


| through the legislature. Th 


|voting. But the bill was beiz 


|And you know the identity ©: 
|that New Jersey lawyer who Wa 
|the first one quoted by the co: 
| respondent. 


'swift and severe. It is the dis 
| who looks upon the law as a bu 


lin the lines of ethics, who mus 


|fession. Lawyers are public sé 


| As you know, I was the New Je;. 
sey delegate to the recent Ch). 
;cago conference on judicial g. 
|lection. Over and over again z, 
|this conference, the lead whic: 
|New Jersey took in judicial r.. 
| form and the high calibre of oy, 
judiciary, was the subject of ag. 
miration and envy. We are ho}. 
ing our own in this area. Pe. 
haps after all, the criticism yo: 


indicated was nothing mp: 

than an attempt to keep la; 

yers ever watchful. } 
Next you generally attack 


our program on Continuing Leg. 
al Education in failing to sy:. | 
tematically indoctrinate 
lawyers in the great traditio;, 
of the bar. You Know that unt: 
1959 we did not have a form: 
program of Continuing 
Education. The first institu: 
was presented in November ;: 
the Anniversary meeting in 4A:. 
lantic City. A well rounded pro. 
gram is under way under tp; 
able direction of Willard Woe’. 
per, Chairman and Raymon; 
Del Tufo, Administrative Direr. 
tor. But Rome wasn’t built in; 
day. We can’t expect to 
ethics and do all the rest in: 
couple of months. As part of th 
instruction in various subject 
it is the intention of the Sta: 
Bar Association to weave in th: 
duties of lawyers as members ¢: 
a profession second to non 
















teacr 





be too attractive. There seems 
be more sense in combining th: 
practical with the ideals the; 
having no interest in the idea): 


Within the limited capacit: 
and pocketbook of our State B:: 
Association, everything possib: 
is being done to make lawyer 
more conscious of their pub): 





professional competence. Ye: 
as saying that the Arden Hou: 
conference with one voice raisé: 
its sights “from bread and bur- 
ter to the ancient ideals of th: 
profession”. In _ fairness 

should have also quoted th: 
same correspondent in the sam: 
article when he said “The la 
yers with a broader concept ¢ 
the need for continuing educ:- 
tion finally managed to get the: 
views through the heavy laye 
of well-buttered bread. A Ne: 
Jersey lawyer for instance, at: 
round table talk, raised the que: 
tion whether the _ professic 
shouldn’t be concerned wit 









in his own state in getting : 
conflict of interest statu: 











Jersey Bar Association endorsé 
a bill that would require lawyer 
in the state legislature not « 
vote on bills in which they hac 
a personal interest, and to stat 


an 


publicly their reason for n 


blocked in the legislature by th 
lawyer members. Wasn’t t 
state of affairs that should cor: 
cern the profession, he asked’ 


his 
nis 


On your item Number 4, don: 
worry about the great tradition 
being passed on to the youn 
gentry at the bar. Much is bei: 
done. More can and will be doné 
When lawyers breach the coc 
of ethics, the punishment + 






ger 







courteous lawyer and the 1a¥ 
iness to be conducted just 


be made to realize he will not be 
tolerated. Perhaps a code ‘ 
standards of membership cows 
the organized bar. Such a co 
would improve the standing “ 
lawyers and lawyers’ associat 

As Dean Pound stated in = 
survey of the profession, “+-* 
legal profession is a public pry 






vants. They are the stewards ° 
all the legal rights and ob/g# 
tions, of all the citizens.” 

As such stewards, we havé ¢ 


co. 





(Continued on page 12, 
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Exclusionary Rule Is Debated At Conference 


Value as safeguard 
is issue at N. U. 


CHICAGO (ACCN) — Security 
, one’s home and person from 
at itrary and capricious police 
section is a fundamental without 
which . there can be no liberty. 
The exclusionary rule of evidence 

the best and most practical 
for the law to deter those 
11s who would make inroads 
security, Prof. Monrad G. 















dp pw 
v3 ct 


91 of Law told the a ing 

:1 Conference on Criminal 

Administration held at 

hwestern University School 
here. 

exclusionary rule of evi- 

e punishes the police officer 


- 
L 
Th 
r 


yilty of abusing civil liberties by 
freeing the guilty, countered 
rrank J. McGarr of the Chicago 


n of McKay, Solum & Mc- 
The solution to this prob- 
ist lie in the area of pun- 
the overzealous police of- 
not the citizen, he said. 
sen recalled that in the 
1 courts and those of over 
erican states certain evi- 
1ce which is illegally obtained 
law-enforcement officers can- 
received in a criminal 
tion if the accused Oob- 
its admission. 
ther such a rule can be de- 
iin principle and whether 
rates to discourage illegal 
practices are the questions 
he said. 
e evidence is kept out of the 
t because it is unworthy 
elief, but because it is the 
uct of police methods which 
the law, he went on. 
police obey the rules which 
community has set to govern 
practice, they obviously 
obtain that evidence 
‘an only be gotten illeg- 














y fair-minded observer will 
e case against excluding 
1 evidence to be an impres- 
* he said. Arguments are: 
‘Under the rule, a great 
obviously guilty people 
ye acquitted. 
clusion of illegally ob- 
evidence is appropriate 
a tidy ‘“fox-hunting” 
f criminal justice. 
The rule attempts to redress 


a 















,;a violation of law without the 
time-honored method of direct 


complaint and trial on a care- | 


fully defined issue. 

—‘“The social danger of police 
excesses is greatly exaggerated. 

—‘The rule does not succeed 
in its principal aim: To discour- 
age illegal police action.” 

In spite of the force of argu- 
ment, the rule should be retain- 
ed where it is in force and should 

e adopted where it is not now 
respected, Paulsen stated. 

The first point Paulsen made 
was that the exclusionary evi- 
dence rule is morally correct, 
appropriate to a free society. “It 
is a rule that happily places the 
vindication of the rights of the 
accused in the hands of the 
judges. It is the most effective 
remedy we possess to deter police 
lawlessness. 

“The moral point rests not only 
upon an ethical judgment that 
governmental hypocrisy is an 
evil to be avoided for its own 
sake, but it takes into account 
the serious undermining of trust 
in government which is an un- 
avoidable consequence of any 
scheme which permits the state 
to benefit from unlawful con- 
duct.” 


The use of illegal evidence in- | 


volves the courts, the branch of 
government most dependent up- 
on popular respect, in a kind of 
ratification of the illegal con- 
duct, Paulsen added. “The ex- 
clusionary rule dissociates the 


court from any police policy of | 


systematic violation of law.” 
Paulsen said the second point 
in defense of the rule is that the 
courts are the best fitted of our 
legal institutions to work out the 


details of the law which controls | 


police action. They 


the facts and can fit it into a ra- 
tional pattern consistent with 
the general body of the law.” 
The exclusionary rule gives the 
judges the opportunity to look at 
police conduct in every case if 


the defendant has a point which | 


he wishes to raise, he pointed 
out, adding that 
“Judges, reinforced by centur- 
ies of legal tradition, are less 
likely than other men to be in- 
fluenced by the case at hand.” 
The third point is that “sup- 
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“can fashion | 
the law of law enforcement to} 


porting the exclusionary evi- 
dence rule is a kind of counsel of 
despair. The other remedies are 
| totally unsatisfactory,” he ex- 
| claimed. 

| “Such evidence as we have 
| does not suggest that tort suits 
for trespass or false arrest are 
| very effective either as deter- 
rents against the police or as in- 
|struments for compensating the 
|injured persons . . . Police are 
neither wealthy nor bonded,” he 
pointed out. 

Our aim should be to provide a 
system which could tolerate iso- 
lated instances of over-zealous- 
ness by police officers if they 
were promptly and justly cor- 
rected by sanctions proportioned 
to the fault of the officer and 
which would provide compensa- 
tion for injury to the victim. 


McGarr said we are living in 
a time when the incidence of 
serious crime is rising faster | 
than the population. Crimes are 
moving from less to more serious, 
and the rates of conviction are 
lessening as defense counsel | 
“find increasing success in hid- 
ing behind constitutional law.” 


he declared. 

The reason for this situation, 
he added is that we are living in 
an era of individual rights. For 


example, before 1900, illegally 
seized evidence was admissible 
in a trial. 


| What we tend to overlook, Mc- 
|Garr said, is that each extension 
of individual rights brings a con- 
comitant retraction in the over- 
all protection of society. 

| McGarr asserted that a trial 
jhas no other function than to 
determine the innocence or guilt 
of the person at the bar. Implicit 
in this is that the innocent must 
not be, and the guilty be, con- 
victed. 

| The exclusionary rule of evi- 
dence was adopted to provide 
|safeguards which would prevent 
the innocent from being convict- 
led and later mistreated, he re- 
called. “Although it is not pos- 
sible to accurately measure the 
rule’s effectiveness, it appears 
from the continued activity of 
civil liberties groups that abuses 
continue to occur. 

“The solution lies in punishing 
the guilty police officer, not in 
freeing the guilty person.” 

The abused person has a rem- 
fedy in a tort action but the mu- 
nicipality —— d bear the finan- 
| cial responsibility, he added. 

McGarr em sive Pat that “al- 
though advocates of the exclu- 
sion rule term it the best method 
|we have, no real attempt has 
| been made to find other methods. 
This must be done.” 





| 
} 


| In the US. v. Weeks, he said, 
ithe Supreme Court “created the 
exclusionary rule to achieve a 


| social purpose.” Achieving social 
goals is not function of the 
| judiciary, he said. 
| Glanville L. Williams, reader 
jin English law in the University 
| of Cambridge and fellow of Jesus 
College, and one of the guest 
| participants, pointed out that 
| the guilty per son who is acquit- 
| ted when the evidence needed to 
{convict him proves inadmissable, 
| cannot then be described as 
| | “turned loose on society” because 
he actually was turned loose on 
| society when the rule, which ex- 
| cluded the evidence of his crime, 
| was established. 
| We must bear in mind, he said, 
that rules governing the police 
| necessarily limit evidence. This 
represents the balance between 
| the desires of law enforcement 
|officers and those of citizens. 
| Robert Vouin, professor of 
| criminal law in the faculty of 
llaw and economic sciences, Uni- 
| versity of Bordeaux, commented 
| that the general rule regarding 
| admissibilit y of evidence in 
| French courts is its relevance ac- 
|cording to the discretion of the 
| judge. Under this rule, he added, 
aronbed testimony may be ad- 
missible. 
Haim H. Cohn. attorney gen- 
leral for the State of Israel, told 
of a bill pending in his country 


a 


Concurrent Tortfeasors 


The fact that two separate 
parties concurrently committed 
torts against the same person 
and caused him damage does 
not of itself make them joint 
tortfeasors nor call for contrib- 
ution under the Pennsylvania 
Tort Contribution Act. It is nec- 
essary in addition that the tor- 


No. 12974, opinion by McLaugh- 
lin C. J. filed Feb. 25. 1960. 
In the matter before the court 





‘under the Federal Anti-Trust 
| Laws alleging defendants con- 
|spired to monopolize the pre- 
sentation of legitimate stage at- 
|tractions and to prevent the 
|booking of such attractions in 
| plaintiff’s theatre. Defendants 
filed a third party complaint 
against third party defendants 
alleging the latter conspired to 
prevent the showing of first run | 
movies in plaintiff’s theatre, | 
and claimed the right to con- | 
tribution. 

In sustaining the dismissal of | 
the third party complaint the | 
court held that since both 
claimed torts are 


justification for the contention | 
that the tort asserted 


with no right of contribution 
between tort feasors; and that 
in any event, under the facts | 
asserted, there could be no con- | 
tribution under the Pennsyl- 
vania Act since that act defines 
joint tort feasors as “two or more 
persons jointly or severally lia- 








provide that any 


which would 


trial of abusing his powers be im- 
mediately tried by that same 


with the original trial. 





tious conduct caused “the same | 
injury” to the same person be- | 
fore contribution can be had. | 
This was the holding of the U. S. | 
Court of Appeals for the Third | 
Circuit in Goldlawr v. Shubert, | 


plaintiff had sued defendants | 


é in the | 
third party complaint is gov- | 
erned by federal common law | 


Not Necessarily Entitled 


To Contribution 


ble in tort for the same injury” 
whereas here the injury alleged 
in the main complaint is pre- 
| venting presentation of legiti- 
|mate theatre attractions and 
| that alleged in the third party 
complaint is the separate and 
distinct injury of preventing 
showing of first run movies. 





Digests of Recent 
Opinions 


(Continued from page 3) 





tioner in Goff v. Union County, 
26 N.J. Misc., by Deputy Commis- 
sioner Medinets. That case in- 
volved a prisoner in the Union 
County Jail. The same question 
has also been determined in other 
states with the uniform holding 
that an injury suffered by a pri- 
soner while doing work during 
confinement is not compensable. 
The basis for the decisions is that 
a prisoner cannot and does not 
make a contract of hire with the 
| authorities by whom he is con- 
| fined; that the work is assigned 
| and done as part of the prisoner’s 
| rehabilitation, and that any in- 
| ducements held out to him are in 
| no sense consideration for an en- 
forceable contract of hire. 

The dismissal is therefore af- 


actionable | firmed. 
solely by reason of federal law, | 


there would seem to be strong | LEGAL PHOTOGRAPHY 
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to new labor contract make per- 
formance impossible.” The pres- 
ident of Bethel investigated in 
the trade and learned that on 
Aug. 15, 1953 King Solomon had 
signed a contract with Confed- 
erate States Steel Co. to deliver 
600,000 tons of the same grade 
ore not later than Nov. 31 at 
$1.25 per ton. On Sept. 1, 1953 
he called the president of King 
Solomon who conceded that he 
had made the Confederate con- 
tract and stated that he could 


not produce enough ore for both | 
contracts unless he operated the | 


mine on two shifts, which he had 
no intention of doing. He said 
further, “I won’t deliver to you 
at that price.” During Sept. and 
Oct. the market price of the 
grade ore in question rose grad- 
ually to $1.35 per ton, but on Oct. 
15, 1953 entered a gradual de- 
cline, reaching a low on Decem- 
ber 1, 1953 of $.90 per ton. On 
that date Bethel contracted to 
buy for immediate delivery 
300,000 tons from a Venezuelan 
source at $.90 per ton. On Dec. 3, 
1953 King Solomon telegraphed 
“We are ready to ship 500,000 
tons of ore. Advise preferred ar- 
rival dates and routing.” Bethel 
telegraphed back “We have filled 
our current needs elsewhere. We 
reject your offer to ship 500,000 
tons and will hold you for all 
damages caused.” From the low 
point of $.90 per ton the market 
price of the ore rose gradually 
until on Dec. 31, 1953 it was at 
$1.05 per ton. On Jan. 2, 1954 
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Bethel bought an additional 
| 200,000 tons from its Venezuelan 
|source for $1.05 per ton. The 
| companies continued to do busi- 
| ness with each other, but Bethel 
/claimed it was entitled to dam- 
|ages, and eventually the dispute 
| was turned over to the respec- 
| tive company attorneys. Negoti- 
| ations dragged on until Dec. 15, 

1959, when Bethel filed suit for 
|damages for breach of contract 
jin the Superior Court of New 
| Jersey, Law Division. How much, 
if anything, can Bethel recover? 

(Est. Time—20 Min.) 

3. Paul Plumber, a contractor, 
| was a depositor with Local Trust 
|Co. and also had a $2,000 de- 
{mand loan outstanding with 


| that bank. On Dec. 1, 1959, when | 


|his balance was $352.00 he asked 
|the loan officer to increase the 
|loan to $2,500.00 so that he could 
| obtain $825.00 worth of materials 
| from Builder’s Supply Co. to fin- 
ish a job. Plumber explained 
{that Builder’s Supply had put 
{him on a C.O.D. basis. The loan 
| Officer had him execute a new 
|$2,500 demand note containing 
ja provision that the bank could 
j at any time set off against the 
| balance in Plumber’s deposit ac- 
{count. The loan officer tore up 
| the oid note, and had the cashier 
| credit Plumber’s deposit account 
| with $500. The same day Plumber 
wrote a check to the order of 
Builder’s Supply Co. for $825.00 
and delivered the check in ex- 
change for the merchandise. 
Later that day a Vice President 
of Local Trust Co. saw the new 
Plumber note and instructed the 
cashier to cancel the credit to 
Plumber’s account. When the 
check was presented, it was re- 


turned stamped “insufficient 
funds.” Builder’s Supply Co. 
made a criminal complaint 


against Plumber for obtaining 
property by false pretenses, and 
Plumber was arrested, finger- 
printed, and incarcerated for 
two days before he could ar- 
range bail. 

A. Does Builder’s Supply Co. 
have a cause of action against 
Local Trust Co.? 

B. Does Plumber have a cause 
of action against Local Trust 
| Co.? 





(Est. Time—20 Min.) 

4. Shady Contracting Co. in- 
|duced Harold Homestead to ex- 
ecute a $3,500.00 negotiable 
promissory note to its order, and 
a mortgage securing the note 
on Homestead’s house, on the 
false representation that the 
siding which Shady had install- 
ed on the house was heavy gauge 
anodized finish aluminum fast- 
;}ened in accordance with the 
|manufacturer’s instructions, and 
that Shady had paid off the $500 
balance on a prior home im- 
provement mortgage loan held 
by a third party. In fact, the 
siding was light gauge steel sid- 
|ing, painted, which began to rust 
/in one week, and large sheets of 
which blew off in the first storm 
because too few nails had been 
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used; moreover, the $500 bal- 
ance had not been paid. Home- 
| stead related these facts to the 
president of Local Trust Com- 
pany when he applied for a loan 
with which to pay off the $500 
| home improvement mortgage 
joan, now in foreclosure, and to 
pay the doctor for treatments to 
|his child, who had been injured 
iby the siding when it blew off. 
|Meanwhile, Shady endorsed the 
| $3,500.00 note and assigned the 
|; mortgage, without recourse, to 
Friendly Factoring Co. for $3,- 

150.00. Friendly Factoring Co. 
/was in the business of buying 
commercial paper, and had no 
knowledge of the facts surround- 
ing the execution. Following the 
loan transaction with Home- 
stead, the president of Local 
| Trust Co. made a loan to Friend- 
ly Factoring Co. secured by a 
pledge of certain of its commer- 
cial paper, including the $3,500. 
| Homestead note. While the var- 
ious papers were being exam- 
jined the president was heard to 
|say to the president of Friendly 
Factoring Co., “this $3,500.00 
note tells a sad tale.” Later, 
| riendly Factoring Co. default- 
j}ed on its loan and Local Trust 
Co. duly foreclosed the pledge 
by a sale at which it bid in the 
paper. Local Trust Co. seeks to 
enforce the note and mortgage 
against Homestead. 

A. Will it succeed? 

B. Would your answer to A be 
any different if Shady had ob- 
tained Homestead’s. signature 
on the note by slipping it in with 
the contract forms, asking 
Homestead to “sign both copies 
of the contract,” and later filling 
it in? 

(Est. Time—25 Min.) 

5. On Dec. 1, 1959, Simon De 
Fraud of Newark, N. J., con- 
sulted his attorney for the pur- 
pose of having the attorney pre- 
pare for him a petition in bank- 
ruptcy. He then owed creditors 
$100,000.00 and had no assets 
other than leasehold improve- 
ments at his place of business, 
which cost $2,500.00. On Dec. 2, 
1959, De Fraud gave two sepa- 
rate written purchase orders to 
Victim Machine Co. of Camden, 
N. J., each for a milling machine, 
for a price of $25,000.00, f.o.b. 
Victim’s plant, terms “2% ten 
days net thirty.’ Both orders 
were promptly accepted by Vic- 
tim. On Dec. 4, 1959, 
machine was shipped by 


on Dec. 6, 1959, 
rendered to the Pennsylvania 
Railroad the bill of lading which 


On Dec. 5, 1959, the second ma- 
chine was delivered to the 
Pennsylvania Railroad by Vic- 
tim, which obtained from the 
railroad a straight bill of lading 
|}naming it as consignor and De 
Fraud as consignee. On Dec. 7, 
| 1959, a voluntary petition in 
bankruptcy was filed on behalf 
|of De Fraud, and a receiver ap- 
pointed. On Dec. 8, 1959, Victim 
learned of the _ bankruptcy, 
learned that the first machine 
was still in its packing case at 
De Fraud’s place of business, and 
that the second machine was in 
a railroad car in the Newark 
yards of the Pennsylvania Rail- 
road. The bill of lading for the 
second machine had been mail- 
ed to De Fraud on Dec. 7, 1959. 

Victim consults you on Dec. 8, 
1959. What steps will you take 
to protect his interests? 

(Est. Time—25 Min.) 

6. On Nov. 9, 1959, Peter Pro- 
duce, a wholesale produce mer- 
chant in Newark, N. J., wrote to 
Fred Farmer, a cranberry grower 
in Egg Harbour, NJ.: “Kindly 
ship me 500 cases Grade A-l 
| cranberries to arrive the week of 
| Nov. 16, 1959 @ $10.00 per case.” 
|This order was shipped on Nov. 
| 14, 1959, and arrived at Produce’s 
| place of business on Nov. 17, 1959. 
That day, Produce telephoned 
|Farmer and ordered 300 cases of 
|Grade A-1 cranberries for ship- 
| ment within four days at the 
|same price. Farmer accepted the 
|order over the telephone. On 
'Nov. 18, 1959, the Federal Food & 





the first | 
rail | 
and was delivered to De Fraud | 
when he sur- | 


Victim had forwarded by mail. | 
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Drug Administration caused the 
United States Marshal to seize 
the cranberries in Produce’s pos- 
session as adulterated, within the 
meaning of the Federal Pure 
|Food, Drug & Cosmetic Act, in 
| that they contained particles of 
| a poisonous chemical weed killer. 
Produce immediately telephoned 
Farmer, told him of the seizure, 
and said, “Cancel the second or- 
der, and I don’t intend to pay 
you for the first order. Come and 
get your berries.” Farmer pro- 
| tested, truthfully, that the cases 
of Grade A-1 cranberries for the 
second order were loaded on a 
freight car all ready for ship- 
ment, and that these berries had 
not been treated with the poison- 
ous weed killer. He offered to 
make them available for inspec- 
tion by Produce, or anyone else, 
before shipment. Produce said, 
“Don’t ship them; I won't take 
them.” and hung up. 

Until the Food and Drug Ad- 
mistration began making seizur- 
es of cranberries neither Farmer 
nor Produce knew that the use 
of the weed killer might prove to 
be harmful. Publicity attendant 
upon the seizures caused the 
market price of all cranberries 
to drop drastically beginning on 
Nov. 18, 1959. The next day after 
the telephone conversation with 
Produce, Farmer, mindful of the 
perishable nature of the cran- 
berries, sold those set aside for 
Produce’s second order at $2.50 
per case, the market price for 
unadulterated Grade A-1 cran- 
| berries on that day. Thereafter 
|his attorney filed a complaint in 
| the Superior Court of New Jersey 
lagainst Produce in two counts; 


the second for $2,250.00 for dam- 
ages for breach of contract on 
the second order. Produce con- 
sults you. What defenses will you 
assert on his behalf on each 
count, both as to liability and as 
to damages and how would you 
expect the Court to rule? 
(Est. Time—25 Min.) 

7. R. & D. Corporation has six 
| stockholders, each holding ten 
|shares of its stock. At a meeting 
|called for that purpose the stock- 
|holders unanimously adopted a 
| by-law, and executed a written 
| agreement, as follows: 

“No shareholder may trans- 
fer his shares until he shall 
notify the board of directors of 
his intention to make a trans- 
fer and offer the corporation 
and the remaining sharehold- 
ers the option to purchase the 
shares at a price and on terms 
no less favorable than those 
offered by the proposed trans- 
feree.”’ 

Thereafter one of the six stock- 
holders, in need of money, took 
{his stock certificate to Local 
Trust Co. and pledged the shares, 
with a stock power executed in 
blank annexed, as security for a 
loan. When Local Trust Co. asked 
for additional collateral this 
stockholder forged an additional 
certificate, which he pledged in 
the same manner. He defaulted 
on the loan, and Local Trust Co. 
duly foreclosed its pledge by a 
sale at which Isaac Investor pur- 
chased both certificates. Two 
other stockholders, upon learn- 
ing of Investor’s interest in the 
stock, approached him and 
agreed to sell their stock to him, 
without telling him of the by- 
law. He agreed to purchase the 





the first count for $5,000.00, the | 


price of the first shipment, and ‘any other assets. Later the tru. 


iestate to Isaac Investor for $23- 


| Janet 


{000 policy of insurance on 


stock, and since he was leaving | 
on a trip to Europe, placed the | 


agreed purchase price with a 
escrow agent to be turned oye: 
to the sellers on tender of the: 
certificates properly endorsed fo; 
transfer. 

(1) What are Investor; 
rights against R. & D. Corpora. 
tion with respect to the share; 
he purchased from Local Trus 
Co.? 

(2) What are Investor 
rights against Local Trust ¢ 
with respect to the shares fh; 
purchased from it? 

(3) What steps would y 
attorney for the remainin 
three stockholders take wit 
respect to the shares abou - 
be purchased by Investor 

(Est. Time—20 Min.) 

8. Fred Fox and Joe Mercha 
were partners in a general mer. 
chandising business which pur 
chased, with partnership fund 
the real estate where their store 
was located. Title was taken ir | 
the name of the partnership | 
Some time thereafter the par:- 
nership decided to undertake ay 
extensive program of reno\ 
to the store and of expansion 0? 
their lines of merchandise. Fo: 
fearing that they were over- 
expanding with the limited cap- } 
ital available to them, 
making contracts for the reno- 
vation and expansion, mad 
deed in the partnership 
to a trustee in trust for his 
dren and Merchant’s childrer 
He then executed a leas: 
tween the partnership and th: 
trustee. This left the partner- 
ship with assets, not incl 
the lease, of $55,000.00 and liabi- 
ities of $53,000.00 Merchant dic 
not know of the conveyance anc 
the lease. Neither partner hac 
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hil. 
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tee, pursuant to a power in th: 
deed of trust, conveyed the rez 


000.00, its fair market valu 
which he re-invested in goverr- 
ment bonds. Within a year afte: 
the conveyance by Fox the Par:- 
nership was adjudicated a bank- 
rupt. Assets are $50,000.00 anc 
liabilities $125,000.00. Can 
trustee in bankruptcy recov: 
from either Investor or the tru:- 
tee for the children? 
(Est. Time—15 Min.) 

9. Henry, the owner of a fa 
in Salem County, N. J., con 
it to Samuel, his son by a fi 
marriage. In the deed, 
was signed by Henry and Jane 
his wife, there appeared the fo.- 
lowing: “The grantee covenants 
that out of the proceeds of saic 
lands he will pay the expens 
of maintaining each of 
grantors during their life in: 
manner comporting with ther 
station in life and upon f 
to do so, the lands shall reve: 
to Henry.” Thereafter, 
ran off with another man anc 
was divorced by Henry and Sam- 
uel ceased to support her. M2! 
maintain an actior 
against him for a personal jud¢- 
ment for damages for his fal- 
ure to support her? 

(Est. Time—20 Min.) 

10. On May 1, 1959, Bang, wh 

was insolvent, purchased a $500- 


the 





+h 





life of his wife, Teena, pay 
to himself as beneficiary 

next day, after concealin 
bomb in her suitcase, Ban 
Teena on an airplane boun 
Paris, France. After the ee 
of Teena and all other passer 
gers due to the explosion, Bané 


far 


was convicted and executed [0 


aut 


Qa 


os 











(Continued on page 7, col. 1) 
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Investigation Service... 
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crime. What are the rights 
heirs, Bang’s creditors, 
heirs and the insurance 
to the insurance 
or - the proceeds thereof? 


(Est. Time—15 Min.) 
















Or 11. Bill, age 17, and Betty, age 
t Co | 919, married in Newark, N. 
5 h » time of the marriage 
ies knew that Bill was 
‘ e age of 18 years and 
nin: # . ed to disavow the mar- 
; f when he became 18. ee 
Bett have any valid defense to 
Bill's timely suit for annulment? 

(Est. Time—25 Min.) 
12 a well known and 
uch married millionaire, be- 
ne engaged to mary Ruth, an 
iets : young blonde. Two 
a hours before the ceremony, Don 
jrrevocably transferred 1] his 





; assets to the B Bank in trust for 
Rs Don hildren by former r 
; reserving in the tr 
ts of $250 per mont) 
life. When, upon r 
in a honeymoon in Mon 
“0s f 2co, Ruth learned of this fact, 
poe } she filed suit in the Cl ery 
Divisi if the Superi 
seeki a) an annulmen 
er marriage on the grounds of 
b) aimony in the 
yf Pt " 

fo hiataillation an 
anguish. Don ec 
for divorce on 
is of extreme cruelty, al- 
it the trial that Ruth’s 
1 desire for Jane, Don’s 
e, rendered it impossible 
establishment of a nor- 
marital relationship. As- 
g the facts alleged as true, 
uld the Court decide 











25 
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yun 





Est. Time—30 Min.) 
Jones gave Allen 
in. Pharmacist Brow 
the prescription, h 
rly written, misread the 
and included an _ ingre 
lich would prove 
taken. Discovering 1e 
ssi I Brown telephoned Allen’s 
“"*: § office where Smith, Allen’s as- 
5 took the message. § h 
n’s wife were havi 
nd decided that 
i the message was 
way to dispose of 
disgruntled employe 























0: Allen over-heard the tele- 
phone nversations of Smith 

10.- with Brown and with Allen’s 
ns § wif it did nothing. Allen 
fter took the medicine 

ame ill. On the way to 


pital, Mrs. Allen and her 
d, who was dying, were 
’ Hazzard, who was driv- 
Klessly. Allen was killed 
Allen was injured. Dis- 
‘riminal liability of all 


1 the facts above, if the 
e, with the concurrence 
County Prosecutor, sets 
tr Hazzard at $10,000, how 
I to have 
set at a lesser amount, 
objections of the prose- 












wh or 

00 E . pias tase 

+14. ; (Est. Time—75 Min.) 

ahic 13, 15, 16. You have been re- 
+. | ned to represent the interests 
”“, | © Brown, The Brown Ink Co., 
a nsurance Co., a liability 
poe ance carrier for these par- 


file is delivered to you 











Attorneys Exam 





;his cousin, Tan, and caused the | 
(b) | 


Brown Ink Co. to be formed: 
an accident occurred July 4, 1959 
at the intersection of 10th and 
Eye Streets, Sand, N. J. between 
an automobile owned by Brown 
Ink Co. and driven by Tan and a 
fire truck owned by the town of 
Sand and driven by Brown, who 
was a volunteer fireman of Sand. 
(c) Alice, 


Brown Ink Co. and a passenger|}Harvard University, 
| International 


in the car driven by Tan was 


| 
| 
| 


being driven to a meeting of the | 


of Brown Ink Co., at 
she was to act as secre- 
d) Tan, who likewise 
for Brown Ink Co. 
the intersection 


directors 


hich 
tary; 
worked 


crossing 


the accident 


ed the intersection with a green 
raffic light but in full view of 
the fire truck, which ran through 


red light into the 
Co. car, injuring Tan and Alice; 
on Jan. 15, 1960, a complaint 
filed by Alice seeking dam- 
for the injuries sustained 
sr in the accident and to set 
the conveyance from Brown 
: f) the 
accident occurred is 
country and each 
e} was clearly in sight 
he occupants of the other; 
Alice married Tan on Feb. 1, 
1960; ‘h) Alice gave a statement 
to the Sand police in which she 


W aS 
ages 
Dy Ne 


aside 


the 
open 


(go) 


imi 


aul 

the fire truck but said nothing 
to Tan. ‘i) all parties are resi- | 
dents of Sand, Ocean County, 
N. J.; (j) on Feb. 2, 1960 Tan 
died testate, leaving his estate | 
equally to Alice and to a child | 
by a former marriage, Sonny 


and naming him executor. 

Requirements: 

(1) Set out in full 
plaint filed by Alice; 

(2) Discuss the tort liability to 
Alice of each defendant named 
in the complaint 

(3) If any person mentioned 
n the facts is not named as a 
de efen dant, state your reasons 
for not joining him 

4) If you set up the defense 
of contributory negligence in 
your answer, should it prevail? 

(5) How would you expect the 
Court to rule on the demand in 


the com- 


the complaint to set aside the 
conveyance by Brown? 
6) What guments would 


you expect Alice to raise to just- 
1 tort liability as to Tan and 
whe answer would you make 

O . them? 

(Est. Time—25 Min.) 

17. Eric Amble, who was un- 
married, died at his home in 
Keys, N. J., on Dec. 1, 1959. In a 
safe deposit box, registered in 








had access under the deposit 

agreement, was found, after his 
death, a paper on which appear- 
ed a validly executed will giving 
Eric’s entire estate to his broth- 


er, Otto, and designating the 
latter as executor. This docu- 


ment consisted of a single sheet 
of paper torn into two parts but 
not completely severed from 
each other. There was _ also 
found in the box another docu- 
ment, purporting to be a will 
dated one year after the first. 
written entirely in the handwrit- 
ing of Eric and signed by him, 
in which he gave his entire es- 





“om the X Insurance Co. con-|tate to his only other brother, 

a. the following data: (a) |Karl, and made him executor. 
see po: 10, 1959, Brown, upon | The signature of only one wit- 
ee vice of Slick, an attorney, | ness appeared on this document 
1 puweyed all of his property to (a) Assuming that there is 

















PROOF OF FACTS! 
{ MUST FOR YOUR LIBRARY — 
TRULY. A MASTERPIECE! 


CoMPLETELY ANNOTATED 


Ask about our very low terms 


EDDIE KLIEGER 


744 Broad Street, Newark 2, 


N.J. MArket 3-7770 
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where | 
occurred and enter- 


5th Amendment Abuse Upheld As Necessary 


Harvard Law Prof. Addresses 
Forum 


Chicago (ACCN) — The privi- 
lege against self-incrimination 
is the best defensive method for 
frustrating attempts by the state 
to compel _ self-incriminating 
testimony, even though the priv- 
ilege is sometimes misused, John 


an employee of the |T. McNaughton, professor of law, 


told the 
Conference on 


Criminal Law Administration 











individual not be conscripted by 
his opponent to defeat himself. 

It follows from the purpose of 
the privilege just mentioned 
that the privilege should be 
available only in proceedings in 
which-the government is the in- 
terrogator, McNaughton contin- 
ued. 

Logically, he said, it should 
apply to required records and 
to a defendant at his own trial 


|when asked any relevant ques- 


| rule, 


|} ger’ 
jincriminates only under foreign 


{held at Northwestern University | 
{School of Law here. 

Louis C. Wyman, attorney 
general of New Hampshire, ar- 
gued that 1e Fifth Amend- 
ment has deteriorated so much 
| judicial limit of its abuse 
is sorely need 


Brown Ink } 


| 


intersection | 





“There has de 
of editorial, law re 
demic comment in the direction 


veloped a trend | 
view, and aca- | 


tion. 

About the “two sovereignty” 
McNaughton said: ie 
domestic interrogator is 
spurred by any ‘conviction Pi 
when requested disclosure 





t | 


| 
| 


Announcement 


William A. Ancier is now as- 
sociated with Allan L. Tumar- 
kin in the practice of law, spec- 
ializing in the fields of federal 
estate and income taxes, and 
other federal causes, at 9 Clin- 
ton Street, Newark 2. 








reasonable grounds to believe 
that if he answered truthfully 
such an answer might furnish a 
link in a chain of evidence that 
might lead to his conviction or 
prosecution for a crime not out- 
lawed by the statute of limita- 
tions. 

State legislation empower- 
ing the granting of immunity to 
the witness when it seems nec- 
essary and advisable to do so. 


law; so the risk of inhumane} —Specific judicial disapproba- 
treatment is not unusually |tion and limitation upon use of 
high. ' ithe Fifth Amendment for sub- 

| jective reasons of conscience, 


To indicate how broad an im- 


;/munity must be, he quoted the | 


jan 


|} munity 


v. Hitchcock where it said that | 


immunity statute 
must afford absolute im- 
against future prosecu- 
tion for the offense to which the 


valid, 


/question relates.” 


of an excessive tenderhearted- 
ness toward the motley coterie 
lof Fifth Amendmenteers,” he 
| declared. 

McNaughton said the express 
language relating to self-incrim- 
jination in the federal constitu- 
tion and those of all but two/} 


of | 7 2 
states indicates the 


tted she heard the siren on } 


|piece by piece to 


to prevent compell- 
testify against 
criminal pro- 


tention only t 
ling an accused to 
{himself in his own 
secution. 

The constitu privilege, 
he continued, has been extended 
all official in- 
except those of the 


tional 


terrogations, 


|police, by a process of judicial 
| legislation. 

“It is my opinion,” he said, 
“that the — like the 


screw driver, is 1 


of reasons, most of th em having 
little or no to its pur- 
pose.” 

The twofold purpose of the 
privilege, McNaughton said, is: 

—To remove the right to an 
}answer in a ird core of in- 
stances where feared that 
reluctance to disclose will pro- 


voke the questioner to abuse the 


| witness. 


'on August 1, | 
codicil were offered for probate. | 


To comply the prevail- 


ing ethic that individual is 
sovereign and that proper rules 
of battle between government 


and individual that the 


require 





as to the 
s to the cir- 
which these 


no proof available 
order of events or 
cumstances und 


aer 








events occurred, should either 
document be admitted to pro- 
bate as Eric’s will Why? 

(b) Would your answer be dif- 
ferent if proof were adduced 
that the first will was torn after 
the second one had been written? 

(Est. Time—20 Min. 

18. On January 1, 1958, Dan 
Dare, a_ wido' residing at 
Farout, New Jersey, duly and 


properly executed his will dated 
that day, by the second para- 
devised his 








graph of whi he 

|stoeck farm all his cattle 
thereon at Painted Post, N. J., 
and his summer residence at 
Surfside, N to his grandson, 
David. On July 1, 1958, he mar- 
ried a distant cousin named 


Mata, and one year later they 
had a child named Willa. Short- 
ly thereafter, Dan became ser- 


probable in- | 
incrimination is personal to the 
|witness and cannot be 
|protect against the unpleasant- 


} 


| 
| 


Wyman said it is settled law 
that the privilege against self- 
used to 
ness of informing on another. 

It was never intended to li- 
cense perjury, to exculpate con- 


|tempt, or to defeat the orderly 


ised for all sorts | 


iously ill and during this illness | 


executed a codicil to his will in 
longhand and which he duly 
signed, deiguemmange’ and had wit- 
nessed by a neigh and by 
David. The codicil ; pweviend: 

“T hereby r that por- 
tion of the second paragraph 
of my will, dated January 1, 
1958, which devises to my 
grandson David, my summer 
residence at Surfside, New 
Jersey, and $1,000 in cash.” 
Neither the 

the codicil referred to afterborn 
children. After Dan Dare died, 
1959, his will and 


evoke 


original 


What rights, if any, does David 
have to the stock farm and to 
the Summer residence? 


(To be concluded 





will, nor | 


processes of constitutional judi- 


icial procedure, he said. 


The claim of the Fifth Amend- 
ment should mean there 
reasonable grounds to believe a 


truthful answer might lead to} 


conviction or prosecution for 
the commission of a crime with- 
in the jurisdiction of the ques- 
tioning authority not outlawed 
by the statute of limitations, he 
said. 

Too few trial judges have been 
willing to utilize their discre- 
tionary authority to enforce the 
reasonable use of the privilege, 
he continued. 

He declared that 


a constitu- 


“to be | 


| judicial transfer 
|New Hampshire, i.e 
}ever a witness declines to answer 


| 
| 


| - | “tiny 
Supreme Court in Counselman |@u¥estion 


dislike of the questioner or the 
, or disinclination to in- 
form on others. 

Legislation establishing for 
federal and state agencies the 
that applies in 
, that when- 


or refuses to obey a subpoena or 


|to produce documents, the ad- 


|ministrative agent or committee 


| petition 


may then transfer the matter by 
to any justice of the 
court, who shall then 
continue with the matter in 
court as though the original 
proceedings had been commenc- 


superior 


;ed in court. 


are | 


tional amendment limiting the | 


scope of the privilege is unnec- 

essary. The specific needs are: 
—A court decision radically 

onan the doctrine of waiver. 


~Affirmation by judicial deci- | 
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W. D. ETTINGER & CO. 


FIRE ADJUSTERS 
FOR THE ASSURED 
9 CLINTON ST., NEWARK 
Mitchell 2-4694-5 











—We Cooperate With Attorneys— 


SARASOHN & CO. 


FIRE ADJUSTERS FOR THE 
POLICYHOLDER 
24 COMMERCE STREET, 

















sion that a plea of the 5th Me sus 
Amendment means that the a 
: : MArket 2-4990 
witness, acting honestly, has 
Presto 


“take your time”. 


rush involved. 
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How often do you hear and use the expression, 
The words usually have a 


pleasant ring, signifying that there is no frantic 


When applied to title service, all depends on 
how you interpret the phrase. We employ our 
time to conserve your time—and use it with all 
possible expedition to get the report to you 
promptly—the policy delivered without delay. 


In case of a legitimate claim against an in- 
sured title we use OUR time and OUR resources 
to accomplish a speedy settlement. 


THE TITLE GUARANTEE 
COMPANY 


CHARTERED IN NEW YORK STATE IN 186863 
NEWARK OFFICE: 1180 Raymond Blvd.: MArket 4-1881 
HACKENSACK OFFICE: 19 Banta Place: HUbbard 7-4300 


TITLE INSURANCE THROUGHOUT NEW YORK, NEW JERSEY, CONNECTICUT, 
MASSACHUSETTS, MAINE, NEW HAMPSHIRE, VERMONT AND GEORGIA 


and other states through qualified insurers 
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Federal Tax Notes 





by Harold Kamens 

DEDUCTIONS: A _ practicing 
physician specializing in inter- 
nal medicine subjected himself 
to psychoanalysis as a means of 
obtaining training in analysis 
and techniques of psychiatry. 
The cost was nearly $9,000, paid 
as fees to his analyst, travel and 
other expenses. 

Held: The expenses are de- 


ductible on the ground that the | 


study was taken not for the pur- 
pose of becoming a specialist as 
a psychiatrist, but for the pur- 
pose of better carrying on his 
own practice as an internist. 
Watson, 31 TC Na. 102. 

THEFT LOSS: Taxpayer claim- 
ed a theft loss of $3,200. He said 
that the money had been left 
overnight in an unlocked filing 
cabinet in his restaurant and 
was gone the following morning. 
Although the police were noti- 
fied and investigated the com- 
plaint, they were unable to lo- 
cate the money or determine 


whether or not a theft had oc- | 


curred. 

Held: On the basis of its obser- 
vation of the witnesses, the court 
sustains taxpayer’s claim. Mey- 
ers, TCM 1959-39. 

CHARITABLE TRUST: Dece- 
dent’s will provided for the pay- 
ment of the residue of the estate 
to a corporation to be formed 
for charitable “benevolent” and 
other purposes. The Commis- 
sioner contended that the cor- 
poration might use its property 
for benevolent purposes which 
would be outside the powers of 
an exempt charitable corpora- 
tion and denied a deduction to 
the estate. 

Held: It is well settled, when 
the intent of the testator is 
clear, that the mere use of the 
word “benevolent” will not de- 
stroy the right to the deduction. 
Gifford, DC NY, 12/9/58. 

CASUALTY LOSS: Two trees 
on taxpayer’s residential prop- 
erty were struck by lightning in 
1953 and were completely de- 
stroyed. Prior to their destruc- 
tion the property had a fair 
market value of $67,500, while 
after the loss, the property was 
worth $62,500. 








PLANNING AND ZONING 
CONSULTATION AND 
TESTIMONY 
Stephen Sussna, Associate A.I.P. 
M.P.A., LL.B. Professional Engi- 
neer Associate. References on 
request. 225 East Hanover St., 

Trenton, N. J. EXport 2-4521. 





enn OVER 40 YEARS EXPERIENCE = 


APPRAISER 


REAL & PERSONAL PROPERTY, 
ESTATES, INHERITANCE TAX, 
FEDERAL, STATE & COUNTY COURTS 
— ESTATES LIQUIDATED — 


R. LANES 


M. 
45 CLINTON STREET, NEWARK 2, N. J. 
MArket 2-7298 














A SERVICE TO ATTORNEYS 
HOME INSPECTION 
CONSULTANTS of N. J. 


A Professional Engineers report 
the structural and mechanical features 
of a home, store, factory, or plant 
Moderate fee Brochure on request 
6 Banta Place, Hackensack, N. J. 
Diamond 2-2246 











Held: A casualty loss of'$5,000 
is allowed in place of the $10,000 
originally claimed. Horn, TCM 
1959-37. 

THEFT DEDUCTION: Tax- 
payer claimed a deductible theft, 
loss of a two-carat diamondring. 
She did not inform the police 
| #08 make any effort to recover 
|the property from the alleged 
| thief, a cleaning woman, be- 
cause of fear of being charged 
with false arrest. A friend of hers 
had been so charged under simi- 
lar circumstances. 

Held: By the application of 
Cohan rule, a $500 deduction is 
allowed. Moser, TCM 1959-25. 


PERPETUAL CARE FUNDS: 








cemetery corporations to set 
aside at least 10% of their re- 
|ceipts in a perpetual care fund. 
|Pursuant to the statute, tax- 
| payer’s by-laws provided for the 
creation of such trust, but in 
fact no funds were set aside for 
this purpose. 





== 


his wife exclusive use of the | taxpayer held the property, col- Briefing Conference 0 
family residence with the pro-|lected rents and made repairs Admiralty And ! 

.viso that if the wife moved out, | until a sale could be made. Upon | mira y An 

taxpayer could live there by pay-|sale, the loss was taken as a} Shipping Law 

ing her a reasonable rental | capital loss. —_—__——. ( 
|value. This happened and tax- Held: This treatment is up-| WASHINGTON (ACCN) _, —— 
| Payer claimed the rent paid as| held, and taxpayer is permitted | Briefing Conference on Admirg. vide 
| alimony. to carry over the losses against | and Shipping Law sponsoreg ;, Se"¥ 
| Held: The payments are a capital gains. The real property | the Federal Bar Association ; that 
non-deductible living expense of | had the same nature as a capital | cooperation with the Bureay. ‘hat 
; the taxpayer. McDermott, TCM | asset as the mortgage from) National Affairs, Inc., (BNA) » 0 th 
1959-67. which it derived. Workmen’s be held at the LaSalle Hote; ‘ct 


| TRAVEL EXPENSES: Taxpay- | Mutual Fire Insurance Society, 
er and his wife compiled a de- | Inc., DC NY, 2/17/59. 
tailed diary and travelogue while | ORDINARY INCOME: Tax- 
making a trip around the world. | payer and his brothers sold their 
| They attempted unsuccessfully | stock in their wholly owned linen 


Chicago, Mar. 10-11. 

This is the twenty-sixth in, 
planned series of briefing conje. 
ences to be conducted by the FR: 





A Pennsylvania statute requires | 


| to sell their notes for publication, | 
and sought to deduct the cost of | 
| the trip as a business expense. | 
Neither had been engaged be- 
fore in the business of writing. 
Held: The deduction is denied 
;on the ground that taxpayer’s 
| writing activities could not con- | 
stitute a trade or business. To 
| allow the deduction would be an 
invitation to many taxpayers to 
;convert pleasure trivs into busi- 
; ness trips at the expense of the 
|}revenue. Taxpayers were moti- 


Held: Since taxpayer enjoyed | yated not only by the hope of 
the unrestricted use of the funds | selling the book, but also of vis- | 
by failing to observe this re-| iting their son in Japan. Wright, 
|quirement, it was taxable on!3) TC No. 131. | 












| MONY: Under his divorce settle- 


|the full amount received. Green 
|TZawn Mem. Park, CA, 1/9/59. 

DEPENDENCY EXEMPTION: 
As proof of being the chief sup- 
port of his three children, tax- 
payer, a divorced father, relied 
| solely on statements in the Rev- 
/enue Agent’s report of what the 
|children’s mother and_ step- 
| father claimed as their support. 

Held: Reports of Revenue 
Agents are not competent proof 
of the facts stated therein in 
|the absence of an agreement to 
|that effect. Since taxpayer in- 
troduced no evidence that he 
contributed over half of the chil- 
dren’s support, he is denied the 
dependency exemptions. Fitzner, 
31 TC No. 128. 

DEPENDENCY EXEMPTION: 
Taxpayers took a child from a 
recognized adoption agency into 
their home in February 1955 for 
eventual adoption. They legally 
adopted the child in 1956. 

Held: Taxpayers cannot claim 
the child as a dependent for 1955 
because the child was unrelated 
and did not live in taxpayers’ 
home for the entire taxable 
year. Further, the payment of 
the agency fee constitutes a per- 
sonal expenditure, and cannot 
be deducted as a charitable con- 
tribution, even though the adop- 
tion agency qualifies as a chari- 
table organization. McMillan, 31 
TC No. 116. 

JOINT RETURN: Shortly 
after taxpayer’s wife obtained 
an interlocutory divorce decree 
in California, taxpayer, a Cali- 
fornia resident, obtained a final 
divorce decree in Mexico and 
immediately remarried. Under 
California law, the Mexican 
marriage was bigamous and 
void, except as between the par- 
ties. 

Held: Taxpayer cannot file a 
joint return with his second 
wife. Gersten, CA-9, 2/27/59. 

RENTAL VALUE NOT ALI- 








ment, taxpayer agreed to give 
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ABSTRACTS or proceedings in Superior and United States 


SEARCHES in Superior Court of New Jersey and United States 


INFORMATION and forms in any of the departments at 
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of proceedings or corporate 
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| ORDINARY AND NECESSARY 
| EXPENSE: Taxpayer, an agent, 
|made a series of payments ag- 
| gregating $3,600 for living ex- 
penses and lessons in an at- 
tempt to make a “star” of a 
singer named Bob Houston, ex- 


ure. 

Held: The payments, being 
proximately related to taxpay- 
er’s business, are deductible as 
ordinary and necessary expen- 


13. 


DEDUCTIONS: Taxpayer and 
his divorced wife owned proper- 
ty in Massachusetts as tenants 
by the entirety, which property 
was sold in the taxable year. The 
buyers subtracted from the pur- 
chase price an amount then due 
and payable for taxes and mort- 
gage interest. 

Held: Taxpayer, in effect, paid 
the taxes and interest and he is 
entitled under Massachusetts 
law, as a tenant by the entirety, 
to deduct on his separate return 
the full amount (rather than 
only half) of the taxes and in- 
terest. Milgroom, 31 TC No. 129. 


CAPITAL GAIN: As a gift tax- 
payers received a tract of land 
which they transferred to a 
trust for purposes of liquidating 
the property at a fair price. 
There was no advertisment of 
lots for sale and no soliciting of 
customers. Over a period of 18 
years sales had not exceeded 40 
lots. No regular sales agent was 
employed, the trust had no office 
or employees, its name did not 
appear before the public in tele- 
phone directories or otherwise. 

Held: The development and 
sale activities of the trust were 
not so extensive as to constitute 
the carrying on of a trade or 
business. Accordingly, gain real- 
ized by the trust on sale of the 
lots is entitled to capital gains 
treatment. Moore. TC 1306, acq. 
1959-12. 

ROYALTIES: Taxpayer, while 
he was employed by a corpora- 
tion of which he was the sole 
stockholder, invented a device 
which he patented. He then gave 
the corporation an exclusive li- 
cense to make the device under 
a royalty arrangement. 

Held: The royalties were not 
a disguised dividend to taxpayer 
but the proceeds from the sale 
of the patent. The corporation 
never had any shop rights to the 
patent, and the amounts of the 
royalties were not unreasonable 
considering the nature of the 


59. 
REALTY CAPITAL ASSET: It 
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a mutual fire insurance com- 


| pany, to foreclose on a number | 
of mortgages it held as invest- | 


ments. After the foreclosure, 


pecting to derive substantial fees | 
as his agent if he had succeeded. | 
However, the project was a fail- | 


ses. Levy, 30 TE 1315, acq. 1959- | 


patent. Neugass, DC Okla., 2/25/ | 


became necessary for taxpayer, | 





















and BNA at which federal gover. ae 

supply business for a fixed price | ment officials in charge of polix} ++, 
and executed covenants not to and operations in various field; oes 
compete for a separate payment. | explore with conference partie. ourpc 
However, they reported both pants current governmental ¢:. cl al 
| payments as capital gain. velopments affecting the busing whe 
Held: The covenant was an | community. ail 
|agreement separate from the Admiralty and Shipping Laf 34) s 
| Sale of the stock, it was reached are among the most ancient s; RR . 
| between the parties in arm’s tems of jurisprudence; yet tod: Prope 
length negotiations, and that it the law in these areas is cop. ae 
correctly incorporated the con- stantly changing and developix: sere 
sideration paid for it, which was The situs of the conference, Ch.f 3... 
severable from the price of the cago, is particularly appropriz: asi 
stock. The payments were ordi- pecause the advent of $: the 0 
nary income. Ullman, CA-2, 3/- Lawrence Seaway has teh days ) 
4/59. problems of immediate concen Reaso 
COMMISSIONS: Taxpayer an to interests in the Chicago ax) Classi 
agent for a life insurance in the topics to be discussed The 

company, took out policies ON gybjects programmed for ds-§ chis 
his own life and also on the cyssion are: Admiralty litigatio: J :here 
jlives of various associates. He| marine insurance; the St. Lay-§ amour 
| received the regular commis-| rence Seaway; federal regulating chat a 
| sions on these policies, which he | nq aqministrative practice: go. ity of 
|contended were a reduction Of ernment aids for the Mer the p 
the premium rather than in- | warine; financing vessel cons no ha 
hero ai |tion; handling maritime lab:§ debtor 
Held: The commissions are problems. No transcript of i RR. 7 
taxable. It would be unlawful for | proceedings will be made or pu-factis 
| the company to sell taxpayer in- | lished Propos 
|Surance at a reduced rate. OS= | ss — That 
eae: ign Bethea ‘cisions make it absolutely clea} establi. 
| GOODWILL PAYMENTS: Tax- | that tips received by ni Reason 
payer corporation had a number | waitresses, porters, taxi-drivenf§ questec 
|of retail gasoline stations and ang other similar groups are i: cause 
leased several of them at an/|come and must be reported «ff good r 
agreed rental plus a fixed pay- their Federal income tax m@ vay to 
ment for goodwill, which was turns. ties wi 
equal to the price the taxpayer; 4, ine cases of Dorothy Lg ™e 2 


had paid for station’s goodwill. 2 aca 

Held: It is customary in ac- ppm eg OE ge te 
— ee oe ee and Beatrice I. Lynn, TC Me: 
7 = .. Pay 1959-188; and J. Gomez, TC 





ou! 


“goodwill money”. The pay- RO_ : defendant Classifi 
ments received by the corpora. Meme 1ES0-142, the de I Oe 
tion were not advance rentals verify the amounts of tip inff *™0us 


as contended by the Commis- 





come reported on their return 





sioner, but amounts actually ecient tter 
realized from the sale of good-| Based on the facts in aC PRR. 7: 
will. Since the goodwill was sold case, the Internal Revenue Serr Propos: 
at its cost, taxpayer realized no ice reconstructed the Hacome - That 
income. Chatsworth Stations,| determined that the vaxpayes ermi 
received larger amounts of Upg™ f°’ 


Inc., 29 TC 1150, non-acq. IRB 














1959-12. each year than they reported. 
ORDINARY INCOME: Tax-: In each of the three dec $ ‘ 
payer, who had begun to ex- not only did the court rule i 
perience some financial difficul- tips received were taxable = r tl 
ties in the operation of his come but also imposed dabei tic 
ranch, decided to liquidate by 0n the taxpayers for — ge es at pr 
subdividing 56 acres into build- | underpayment of tax or for 1B Reason. 
ing lots. The tract which had a | Ure to file declarations 0° 6 to of ¢ 
cost basis of $4,200 was substan- | mated tax. Every taxpayer iS © Bo: case; 
tially improved with surfaced | quired by law to report in ! Classific 
roads, power and water lines,|come tax return, “fully a— tho - 
wells, pumps and storage tanks | honestly” every item of 81055 7h te2 reo, 
at a cost of $53,000. During the | come received. __etlt the 
years in issue, profits realized on| The law further requires ths! that co 
the sales of lots, and interest re- | the taxpayer maintain adequa*® tively b, 
ceived on conditional sales con-| records showing the amoul*§ c: th 


|and types of all income receiv# 
jeach year. 


If the taxpayer does seh 
re in 


orizee 


tracts were the sole source of 
taxpayer’s income. 

Held: Taxpayer’s activities in- | 
dicated that the lots were held | such records or if such reco 
by him primarily for sale to|not clearly show the ent 

|customers in the ordinary course come, the Service is authori’ 
of business. Gains on sales were,| to make a computation of 
therefore, taxed as ordinary in- | amount of income in accc rdanc: 
come. Kelley, TCM 1959-63. |with such method as in its aoe 

Announcement 60-6: TIP IN-/ion will clearly show tne *» 

COME: Three recent court de- | amount of income received. 
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County District Courts Committee Report 


Continued from page 1) 





yide that where process is tu be 
served in a County other than 
that of the original jurisdiction, 
that such process be forwarded 
+> the Clerk of the County Dis- 
‘rict Court in the County where 
‘ne service is to be made to be 
sictributed by him to such per- 
-on as is authorized by law to 
-erve such process in his County. 
Reason: So that a recoid may 
be kept of writs received from 

Counties upon which 
ey is to be collected for the 





c 





Classification: Group A. 

The Committee agrees unani- 
nously that this amendment 
vi]l serve a useful purpose. 

R.R. 7:5-4 Answer or Appearance 
Proposal: 

That paragraph (a) of this 

rule be amended to reduce the 

for filing an answer or ap- 
ice in a contract action in 
the District Court from 20 to 10 








nays 
Gay 


Reason: To expedite proceedings. 


Classification: Group A 
The Committee recommends 
4is change. Percentage wise 


there is a comparatively small 
amount of cases of this type 
that are contested. The major- 
ity of the Committee felt that 
the proposed change involved 
no hardship upon the alleged 
debtor. 

R.R. 7:7-7 Marking Action “In- 
active List” 

Proposal: 

That a rule be promulgated 
establishing an “inactive list’. 
Reason: Adjournments are re- 
quested from time to time be- 
cause Of illness and for other 
good reasons where there is no 
way to ascertain when the par- 
will be available for trial. 
adoption of this rule will 
ie District Court a similar 
1 of cases that is now in 
ef in the Superior and Coun- 
ty Court 
Classification: Group A 

The Committee is of the unan- 
imous opinion that the enact- 
1ent of this rule will result in 
control of the calendar 













t this rule be amended to 
proof of damages in de- 
t cases to be entered by affi- 
C n attachment and replevin 
actions as in other cases, and to 
permit affidavits to be dated not 
13 than 30 days before pre- 
sentation rather than 15 days 
as at present. 
Reason: To simplify the mat- 
tr of formal proof in this class 
Of cases. 
Classification: Group A 

The majority of the Commit- 
te recommends this change. It 
“t that this was a function 
‘nat could properly and effec- 
bvely be handled by the Clerks 
0: the Court thus saving time 
@ the Court which could be bet- 
“er utllized for the trial of cases. 
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R.R. 7:17-3 Small Claims; Coun- | 
{curiam opinion below. (App. Div. 


terclaim in Excess of $50.00 
Proposal: 

Since Chapter 105, 
1959, has increased the jurisdic- 
tional amount of the Small 
Claims Division to $100.00 in- 
stead of $50.00, the rule should 
be amended to state: 

“Upon the filing of a counter- 

claim for a sum in excess of 

the jurisdictional 
the Division of Small Claims, 
such cases shall be transferred 
to the County District Court 
proper upon payment by the 


defendant of the _ required 
fees.” 
Classification: Group A 


The Committee recommends 
the change and it will also take 
care of any further increase in 
the jurisdictional amount in the 
Small Claims Division. 

R.R. 7:21-4 Officer’s Bond 


Proposal: 

That the rule be amended to 
provide a formula fixing the | 
penal sum of Officer’s bonds. 
Classification: Group A 

Since Rule 7:22-3 provides 
that officers pay over to the 


judgment creditor or his attor- 
ney monies collected at least 
monthly, it appears to the Com- 
mittee that the penal sum of 
bonds amounting to one and 
one-half times the average re- 
ceipts of such officers would be 
sufficient. It is the opinion of 
the Committee that presently in 
some jurisdictions the penal 
sums of such bonds are insuffic- 
ient. 

R.R. 7:22-3 Trust Account 
Proposal: 

That the rule be amended to 
provide for procedure with re- 
spect to the immediate reassign- 
ment of an Officer’s account 
when such officer is unable to 
continue in the performance of 
his duties. 

Classification: Group A 

The Committee feels that 
amendment would serve 
ful purpose and prevent delays 
in the payment of funds due 
creditors upon the death or in- 
ability of an officer in the con- 
tinuation of his duties. 


GROUP B 

Proposed changes which the 
Committee considers to be of 
general interest or involve ques- 
tions of policy. 
Proposal: 

That when a 
trial 


day, that it be put on the “sus- 


the 


case is set for 


pended” list to be brought up | 


for trial when the case is ready 
and can be reached. 
Classification: Group B 

The Committee was of the 
opinion that such matters could 
be handled administratively by 
the presiding judges or judge of 
the court without a rule to that 
effect. 

R.R. 7:5-12 Joinder in Landlord 
and Tenant Cases 
Proposal: 

That the rule be amended to 
include a count for a money 
judgment in landlord and ten- 
ant cases 
Reason: That a plaintiff or de- 
fendant should be required to 
join all causes of actions that he 
may have at one time in one 
suit, particularly those causes 
of action that arise out of the 
same events. 

Classification: Group B 

The Committee feels that to 
join a rent claim with a dispos- 
sess action is going to involve 
final judgments and warrants 
on one count and then a hear- 
ing on another count that will 
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amount of | 


a use- | 


and not reached on that | 
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Opinions Approved For Publication 
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opinion will be released for pub- 
lication this week.) 
Petitions for Certification 
Granted 

None 

SUPERIOR COURT 
APPELLATE DIVISION 

| Trotta v. Trotta (A-763-58, de- 
|cided Feb. 26, 1960) 
Dismissed appeal and found 
;no error in refusal of trial judge, 
|in course of pendente lite pro- 
ceedings in separate mainten- 
ance action, to order program 











result in many complexities and 
delays. The statute now provides 
that service of landlord and ten- 
ancy summons may be made by 
affixing a copy to the door of the 
| premises where the officer is de- 
nied admission and under such 
circumstances the landlord could 
not obtain a money judgment. 
GROUP C 

Suggestions which the Com- 
|mittee considers to be without 
merit or are now covered by the 
Rules. 

R.R. 7:6-5 Depositions 
Proposal: 

That discovery rules of the Su- 
perior and County Courts be in- 
corporated in the District Court 
procedure. 

Reason: To provide the broad 
discovery proceedings now avail- 
able in upper court actions. 
Classification: Group C 

The Committee feels that the 
|suggested amendment would re- 
isult in a further delay in the 
}expeditious disposition of cases 
|before the District Court, par- 
iticularly in those cases trans- 
|ferred from the Superior and 
| County Courts, which are on the 





javerage over six months’ old | 
when they reach the District 
Court. 


|R.R. 7:7-11 Cases Involving Same 

Issue to be Heard by Same 

Judge 
| Proposal: 

That the rule be amended that 
cases involving a common ques- 
tion of law or fact, arising out 
of the same transaction or ser- 
ies of transactions, when such 
cases are pending in a District 
i/Court of the same County, shall 
be consolidated for trial. 


Classification: Group C 
It is the opinion of the Com- 
mittee that the present rule 
covers the situation fully. 
|R.R. 7:11-5 Wage Executions; 
Notice, Order, Hearing 
| Proposal: 
That this rule be deleted in 
lits entirety. 
|Reason: To eliminate the re- 
quirement of notice and hearing 
|prior to obtaining an order for 
execution against wages. 
| Classification: Group C 


The majority of the Commit- 
opinion that the 
serving a useful 


ltee was of the 
}present rule is 
| purpose. 
SUGGESTIONS FOR 
LEGISLATION 

Warrants for Arrest 

There have been conflicting 
opinions as to the right of the 
Court to issue a Warrant for Ar- 
lrest, based on a contempt find- 
ing of one who resides beyond 
the territorial jurisdiction of the 
District Court. In order to clar- 
ify this, the Committee unani- 
mously suggested the enactment 
;of an amendment to 2A:10-7 
land to N. J.S. A. 2:18-18. 
|Court Stenographers 

The Committee discussed and 
|recommended a statute to per- 
|mit the judges to orcer a sten- 
|ographer to be paid by the gov- 
lerning body when the judge was 





| of the opinion that circumstanc- | 


les required the appointment of 
la stenographer. 
| REPLEVIN 

| The Committee discussed the 
|Replevin Act as an aftermath 
| of a distraint for rent and re- 
‘commended that in such cases 
the amount of the bond be in 
lthe amount of the rent involved 
plus costs similar to the replevin 
that arises under the Garage 
|Keepers Act. 





of reconciliation between defen- 
dant husband and his 16-year- 
old son with aid of child psy- 
chologist. Affidavits presented 
in case justified trial judge’s re- 
| fusal, Particularly where he re- 
'ferred investigation to Probation 
| Department. 

| Melchionne et als v. Newark et al 
| (A-225-58, decided Feb. 29, 1960) 
| Reversed determination of 
|Civil Service Comm. affirming 
leity’s action in summarily down- 
| grading 9 employees from “fore- 
man parks and trees” in com- 
|petitive division of classified 
|civil service to “laborer - driv- 
|ers’” in labor division of service. 
|Plaintiffs had advanced from 
|park maintenance laborers to 
|permanent status as foremen in 
reclassification program approv- 
ed by Civ. Serv. Comm. which 
later attempted to rescind its 
action and they cannot be re- 
placed by surplus employees of 
‘other category. It is within Civ. 
Serv. Comm ’s discretion to de- 
{termine that examination is un- 
|necessary where duties under 
|new title are same and are be- 
jing competently performed. 
'Transfers may be made under 
/commission rules in pursuance 
|Of statute, R.S. 11:22-32. 
|Catalano v. Pemberton Twp. Bd. 
| Adjustment et als (A-612-58, de- 
lcided Feb. 24, 1960) 

| (Full digest on page 3). 

|State v. Lanza et al (A-640-57, 
decided Mar. 6, 1959) 

| (Full digest on page 2). 
|State v. Lanza (A77-59; A86-59, 
|decided Feb. 23, 1960) 

| (Full digest on page 2). 

|M. v. F. (A-743-58, decided Feb. 
| 10, 1960) 

| (Full digest on page 1). 

| Deubel et al v. Kervick (A-51-59, 
| decided Feb. 29, 1960) 

(Full digest on page 3). 
SUPERIOR COURT 
CHANCERY DIVISION 
Shribman v. Miller (Bergen Co. 
C-2187-58, decided Feb. 26, 1960) 

Entered order allowing stay of 
plaintiff’s action for accounting 
pending submission of matters 
in dispute between parties to 
arbitrate. As contract in issue 
required submission of disputes 
thereunder to board for arbitra- 
| tion, by virtue of its provisions 
that parties would comply with 
rules of Federation which re- 
quired such, a stay is mandatory 
upon court pending submission 
to arbitration, N. J. S. 2A:24-4. 
Where arbitration is not ex- 
pressly made a condition pre- 
cedent to resort to the court 
proper action is to stay action, 
rather than dismiss it, at de- 
| fendant’s request. 

PASSAIC COUNTY COURT 

LAW DIVISION 
Brown v. Jamesburg State Home 
for Boys (Docket No. 6608, decid- 
|ed Feb. 23, 1960) 


| 





| 
| 
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Seminar On Disability 
Evaluation 


The Medicolegal Society of New 
Jersey is sponsoring an all day 
seminar on disability evaluation 
to be given at the Kessler Insti- 
tute in West Orange on Saturday, 
March 19. The day’s program in- 
cludes a morning session from 
9:45 A.M. to 1:00 P.M., luncheon 
from 1 to 2 P.M., and an after- 
noon session from 2 to 4 P.M. 
There will be no charge for the 
seminar and luncheon will be pro- 
vided through the courtesy of the 
Institute. Reservations, however, 
are to be made in advance with 
Fred Freeman, Esq., 24 Commerce 
St., Newark. 

Participants in the morning 
session will include Fred Freeman 
who will also act as chairman; 
Dr. Henry H. Kessler; Dr. Henry 
A. Brodkin, president of the N. J. 
Medicolegal Society; William J. 
Curran, Professor at Boston Uni- 
versity; Jerome Golenbock, presi- 
dent of the N.Y. State Ass’n of 
Plaintiffs’ Trial Lawyers; Dr. Earl 
C. Steele, Commissioner of the 
Workmens Compensation Board 
of Toronto, Canada and Dr. 
George C. Manning, Jr. Superior 
Court Judge Alexander P. Waugh 
will be the luncheon speaker. Par- 
ticipants in the afternoon ses- 


| sions will include Drs. Joseph H. 


Visconti, Leonard Harris, Saul I. 
Firtel and Fulton Massengill, Hon. 


/Stephen J. Lorenz, Alexander 





Avidan and Arthur Mead. A ques- 
tion and answer period will follow 
each session. 


TOE 











Per 
Annum 


Dividends Compounded 
Quarterly 





Accounts insured 
Up To $10,000. 

Savings received by 

15th of month earn 

from the Ist. 

Save by mail. 

We pay postage both ways. 








SAVINGS and 


LOAN ASSOCIATION 
120 So. Orange Ave. 
Newark 3, N. J. 








_ (Full digest on page 3). 





| Ready Soon... 


BOX 341 





‘DRY REVOLUTION’ 


by 


FRANK G. SCHLOSSER 


The personal and informative diary of the author of 
‘CRIMINAL LAWS OF NEW JERSEY’ as a member of 


the convention which produced the 1947 Constitution. 
301 pp. Bound in red fabricoid. $7.50 a copy, postpaid. 


Check or money order to 


ONNABRITE PRESS | 


NEWTON, NEW JERSEY 
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‘Atoms and Law' Study 
Cites New Legal 
Concepts 


Legislation To Clarify 
Liability 


This is the second of three articles 

ANN ARBOR (ACCN)—The au- 
thors of “Atoms and The Law” 
note that the nuclear industry has 
an “excellent” safety record to 
ate. But the spread of peaceful 
applications of atomic energy is 
bound to cause some injuries to 
persons and property in the fu- 
ture. 

Dean E. Blythe Stason, Prof. 
Samuel D. Estep and Prof. Wil- 
liam J. Pierce of the University 
of Michigan Law School believe 
existing law will not be adequate 
to handle certain unusual types 
of atomic injuries. 

These include pre-natal injur- 
increased susceptability to 


ies, 


disease, and shortened life span. | 


State or federal legislation should | 
establish uniform ways of handl- 
ing these injuries in the courts, 
they deciare. 
Radiation injuries also empha- 
ze the need for a complete re- | 
thinking on wrongful death and 


survival statutes. These laws con- | 


cern the right of an estate, rela- 
tives, and dependents to recover 
damages for injuries which result 
in another individual’s death. 

From a legal standpoint, the} 
U.S. has generally moved toward 
a doctrine of “strict liability” for 
radiation injuries, the UM experts | 
add. The doctrine means that no 
matter how reasonably and cau- 
tiously an individual or organiza- 
tion may act, he may still be held 
liable for damages to another per- | 
son. 

While this doctrine is desirable 
in certain types of atomic activity, | 

“exceptions must be worked out} 
to achieve justice and avoid dis- 

-ouraging the development of a| 
new and valuable technology,” 
the authors state. 

Both government and private 
organizations should be held 
strictly liable for damages result- 
ing from the accidental escape of 
radioactivity, either from reac- 
tors or waste disposal, when this 
exceeds limits established by the 
Atomic Energy Commission. 

The authors also believe strict 
liability should be imposed on 
those who irradiate food, drugs, 
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Bar Leaders Hear Progress Report On 
Canon 35 Study 





Chicago (ACCN) — A joint) 
committee of the American Bar | 
Association and of the media of 
public information will shortly | 


to measure what effect, if any, 
courtroom photography and 
broadcasting have on fair trials. 
This was announced Sunday 
by Whitney North Seymour of 
New York, president-elect of the 
ABA and chairman of a special 
committee to study possible re- 
vision of Canon 35. Seymour 
made an oral progress report on 
the work of his committee to the 
;National Conference of Bar 
| Presidents, meeting here in con- 
|nection with the midyear ses- 
sions of the American Bar As- 
sociation House of Delegates. 
Seymour said the bar-press 
controversy over Canon 35 had 
| reached a point where “fresh 
light” needed to be shed on it, 
land that this could only be done 
| by a competent, independent 
|research organization. 
| “The purpose of the prelim- 
|inary survey would be to try to 
| determine whether a full scale 
| study might be productive,” Sey- 
|{mour said. “The problem is to 
try to determine whether, as a 
{majority of the bar believes, 
'presence of the media in court 
rooms might adversely affect 
the ability to perform their 
|duties of one or more of the 
trial participants; judge, lawyer, 
| witnesses, jurors, attendants, 
jand prospective jurors and wit- 
| nesses, 
|sible effects on members of the 
| public. 
| “On the other hand, the media 
lcontend that under court super- 
| Vision none of these would be 





| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
j 
} 


| 


|affected any more by the pres- | 
;ence of the newer media than | 


|by the presence of the press. 

| “We all recognized,’ Seymour 
| contir. ued, “that a survey was 
lvery difficult but agreed that 


| the objective was to ascertain | 


whether fair trials would be ad- 
versely affected, since both 
groups recognized that main- 


~ oe of fair trial was essen- 


ia 
| The proposed preliminary sur- 


| vey might or might not indicate 


jthat a larger nationwide study 


or other articles for human con- | }would be feasible and reliable, 


sumption, when use of their pro- 


| Seymour explained. 


If it was 


ducts involves radiation injuries! found to be feasible a further 


to humans. 


Only acts of God, war, or de- | 
liberate exposure to radiation by | 
the injured person should be al- imade it clear to 


lowed as possible grounds for ex- 
ception in these cases, the UM| 
experts add. 

Use of radioisotopes and other 
less dangerous applications of 
atomic techniques should be cov- 
ered by normal rules of negli- 
gence, they continue. This re- 
quires proof of failure to exercise 
due 
posed. 

In addition to drawing details 


of these distinctions, legislative 
bodies should extend the statutes 
of limitations so that those in- 


jured in atomic accidents can file 
suit within two years after their 


injuries become apparent but no| 


more than 20 years after the in- 
jury was actually sustained. 

At the same time, the UM ex- | 
perts suggest, careful records | 
should be kept on all persons ex- 
posed to potentially injurious ra- 
diation. These records would be} 
necessary to determine whether 
or not an injury which became | 
apparent several years later ac- 
tually was due to a particular 
radiation exposure. 

In 
governing workmen’s compensa- 
tion should be revised to provide 
greater flexibility in filing claims 
for atomic injuries. 

Together with changes in medi- 
cal benefit payments and other 
modifications, this would make it 
possible to handle radiation acci- 
dents within present workmen’s 
compensation programs, the UM 
experts believe. 


‘to try to get them,” 
“TI believe this is progress | 


care before liability is im-| 


similar fashion, state laws | 


foundation grant would. be 
sought to carry it out. 

“TI hope the committee has 
all interested 
| groups that the bar is not afraid 
|of the facts, and is quite willing 
Seymour de- 
clared. 
towards a more reasoned ap- 
proach to the problem than was 
displayed in some of the more 
extreme statements of the past. | : 


groups on the vital importance 
of maintaining fair trials is a 
heartening development es 
He explained members of a 
bar-media subcommittee would 
be calling upon several founda- 
tions within the next few weeks 








LEGAL NOTICE | 


| STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
| DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
| CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS. It annears to my satisfaction 
| by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
| ine for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
; by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
j hol ders, deposited in my office that 

MASITA CORPORATION 

a corporation of this State. 
j office is situated at No. 17 Academy 
jin the City of Newark. Connty of Essex. 
State rf New Jersey (Philip Mande 
| bet ing the agent therein and in charge thereof 
|upon whom process may be served). has 
poet ied with the requirements of Title 14. 
| Corporations. General. of Revised Statutes 
lof New Jersey. preliminary to the 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

| NOW, THEREFORE, I._the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the skid corporation did. on the 
Twenty-ninth day of February, 1960, file 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration. executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided bry law 








Furthermore, agreement of both | 


| LJ 


to whom these presents may come, | 


| by 


whose principal | 
Street, | 


Ibaum, | 


issuing | 


in | 


1) 


of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 

in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton 
this Third day of March, A.D.. | 

(Seal) ene thousand nine hundred and 
sixty 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 

| Secretary of State. 

‘Ed Mar. 10, 17, 24 $21.60 


IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton 
this Twenty-ninth day of February. | 
(Seal) A.D.. one thousand nine hundred | 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Seeretery of State. 
LJ Mar. 10 7 21.60 


| 
| 


seek a foundation grant for a/| |plan, 
| preliminary survey to find out if | | Association, are: 
a reliable means can be found | 


as well as having pos- | } 


to discuss financing of the pre- 
| liminary survey. 

National media organizations 
participating in the joint survey 
with the American Bar 


National Association of Broad- 
casters, National Press Photo- 
graphers Association, National 
Editorial Association, Radio- 
Television News Directors Assoc- 
iation, Radio-Television Working 
Press Association, Radio-Televi- 
sion Correspondents Association. 


; LEGAL NOTICES — 
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HARI MAR ‘SHA G. AIL HART and 
FLORENCE HENRIETTA HART, 
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tta Hoehle hav- 
1960, made 
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he reby 
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JAMES R 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 

DEPARTMENT ; 
CERTIFICATE OF 
all to whom these 
Greeting: 
Phy AS, 





Ss 
resents 


To may con 


It appears to my satisfaction 
; ord 


proce: ped 
there: 
» gtx “3 









of the 
uti 






Dt f Il 
in my office that 
DYE ¢ “OMP ANY 
of this State, whose pri ee 
l . pman Stre 

¢ 





60 Sh 





New Je 












st rsey 

de the agent therei hars i. 
ipon whom process may be ponte bas 
plied with the requirements of Title 14 
‘orporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
xf New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
f this Certificate of Dissolution 

NOW. THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 


State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 

ertify that the said corporation did, on the 

rel day March, 1960, file my 

a duly executed and 

in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 

poration, executed by all the stockholders 

thereof. which said consent and the record 

of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 

have hereto set my hand and af- 

fixed my official seal. at Trenton 

of March, 

hundrel 


in 





e 
fice 


this Seventh day 


thousand nine and 





sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State 

‘Mar. 10, 17, 24 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come. 

Greeting: 
WHEREAS, 
duly authenticated rece 
ings for the voluntary dissolution 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders. deposited in my office that 
FISCHER BROS. CONSTRUCTION CO. 


It appears to my satisfaction 
ord of the proceed- 





a corporation of this State, whos principal 
office is s 1 at No. 60° Forest Avenue, 
in the Be ? ic . of | 
Essex, State s (Charles D. 
Fischer, being the agent therein and in charge 


thereof, u 


14, Corporations, General, 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW THEREFORE, I. 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Third day of March, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to rs dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 


issuing 


" Hoehle, | 





ire | of New Jersey, 
ly |} of thia Certificate of Dissolution 


attested consent | 


A.D. | 


$21.60! 


thereof | 


pon whom process may he served). | 1 
| has complied with the requirements of Title | 
of Revised Statutes | 


the Secretary of | 


1} 
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LEGAL NOTICES 





Dated: March 4, 1960 
ESTATE OF HERMAN F. GREENEBAUM, 
dece asec 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. WIEN- 
ER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, this 
day made on the application of the under- 
signed, Executors of said deceased, notice is 
hereby given to the creditors of said deceased 
tw exhibit to the subscribers, under oath or 
atfirmation, their claims and demands against 
| the estate of said deceased within six months 
| from this date, or they will be forever barred 
from prosecuting or recovering the same 
against the subscribers. 
RUTH GREENEBAUM 
HEI! r J. HANNOCH 
TY UNION TRUST COMPANY 
WEINSTEIN, MYERS & 





FIDE 
HANNOCH, 
‘ 4 








STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
all whom these presenta may come 
Greeting: 
| WHERE 





to 


ubseriber, |.” 


f said deceased + 








porati vf 

of New 1a 
lof this ¢ 1 of Disso 
| NOW. THEI RE F ORE I, ecretary of 
State of the Do Hereby | 
\¢ wor ag oe the > lid. on the | 
| S« i 1¢ ile 
| off 1 1 1 a ~d 


of said 
stockholders 








here the record | * 
f th now on file 
nm 
Sea 

sixty 

EDWARD J. PATTEN 

Secretary of State 
L.J Mar. 10, 17, 24 £21.60 | 





| 
} 
| 

STATE OF NEW JERSFY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
| 


To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 


hy duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
dissolution thereof 
of all the stock- 
office that 

CO., INC. 
whose pn incioal 
Wa gt 

( of 
smar 


the voluntary 
hy the unanimous ec 
holders. denosited in my 

CARNEGIE ELECTRIC 
of ~~ State, 
t ed NN 


‘ngs for 
nsent 









corporation 


138 





> ‘ Pat 
Passa bg Sig Tons (Lou 
| heing the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
Af 1pon whom process may he served). has 
som pl with the requirements of Title 14, 
| Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
preliminary to the issuing 






State 


led 


NOW. THFREFORF., I e Secretary of 


th 





'n mv said affice as orovided hr law 


=] 


State of the State of New Jersey, Do Herehy 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
0} Second day f March 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
'n writing to the dissolntion of said cor- 
roration. execnted br all the stockholders | 
thereof. which sald consent and the record | 
f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 


IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF T 
have hereto set my hand and af- | 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton 
this Second day of March, A.D.. 

Se ne thousand nine hundred and 
Enw ARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State 

ad Mar. 19. 17. 24 

STATE OF NEW a, 


DEPARTMENT OF STAT 


CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, | 
Greeting: 







WHEREAS. 
hy duly auther 
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by the un 
ders 
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ate record of 
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Stat > 
being the agent ther 
Ipon whom precess 
complied with be reani 
“orporations, 
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serve 
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ER the Secretary of 
of the State of New Jersey 
















Dated: March 
ESTATE OF JOHN HOWARD Ray MON: 
deceased. 
Pursuant 
WIENER, 


to the order of 
Surrogate of the County 
this day made, on the application 
undersigned, Executrix of said 4d 
notice is hereby given to the cred 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subs 
under oath or affirmation, their < 
demands against the estate of said de 
within six months from this date, 


DAVID 







































































will be forever barred from >rosec 
recovering the same against the s 
LILLIAN Z. SMITH 
STEPHEN J — ENZ, Attorney 
| 39 Sanford Pl 
| Newark 6, N. J. 
| L.J.—Mar. 10, 17, 24, 31, Apr. 7 : 
TAKE NOTICE that the undersigr i 
pply to the Essex County Court in ° 
* Essex and ; | ee 
2 17th day of Maret Sig 
| the foren - 
| j him t bed 
| 
fh 
Bs 
GLvS> 
74: br 
eva 
L 
ce 
Es[al! 
¥ 
e 
s 
f 3 
ime the “ 
Violet A i 
é 
LEOPOLD JOSEPH KOZAR ¥ 
VIOLET A. KOZAROCZI ‘. 
Max N. Schwartz, tr 
path. 
¥ 31 om 
ir. See $: Reware 
een ES, L.J.—t 
Tai 





ated ; 
WILLIAM 7 L 
wn as WILLIAM J. M! 













ursuant to the order of DAVID H. Wii 
ER, Surrogate of the County of Esser 
day made on the application of t! 
signed, Administrator of sald decease 





is hereby given to the creditors of 





ceased to exhibit to the subscri , and 
oath or affirmation, their claims an 4 va’ 
against the estate of said decased * TP Scand! 
nonths from this date, or they wil . 94 Bran 
ever barred from prosecuting or recovery I Newark 
the L Fe 


same against the subscriber. 
HEN tKS 


‘RY F. MAI 








Dated: February 
ESTATE OF LOUIS YABLICK, 
Pursuant to the order of DA 
WIE NER, Surrogate of the Connty 
th day made, on 
Executor 
hereby given to 
sald eased, exhibit 
under oath or affirmation, their 
demands against the estate of said 
within six months from this aon 
will te forever barred from i 
recovering bP same against the eu 
TCART YABLICK 
BR OTHE RS, Attorneys 
d Street 


N. 


is 


undersigned, 
is 


the 


notice 
j to the 














baci 


KAPP 

744 Broa 
Newark 2, 
L.J Mar 











ted: February 26 
DANI D. KAPLAN & 
to the order of DAVID = 
Surrogate of the County 
made, on the application 
Executrix 





ESTATE OF 
Pursuant 
WIENER, 
h day 

er 





it to the 
affirmation, 
avainst the estate | 
months from this date 
from proasect 
the su 


under oath 


He mands 
six 
forever barred 
rece yvering the same against 





















TOBY KAP 
ROSEN, Attorney 
10, 17, 24, 31 
TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN 
TAKE NOTI’ ‘E that the undersicned * 
apply to the <Zssex County Court 
>, Newark. New Jersey at 1° 
or day of March, 19 
juden to ass the mes mes of ANTHON 
| MICHAEL RU SLL, CAMILI MAB 
RUSSELL and ROBERT ANTH( ONY > 
SELL. ; 
ANTHONY MICHAEL RUSSONELL 


| 


State ’o Hereby 
| Certify that the said corporati: on did, on the | 
Third day f March, 1960, file in my} 
| Office a duly and attested consent | 
jin writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which sald consent and the record | ¢ 


f the proceedings aforesaid —_ wed on file 
in my said office as provided 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this Third day f March, A.D., 
fSeal) ne thousand hundred and 
Ss ixt } 
EDW. ARD 
Secretar 
Mar. 10, 17 


nine 


J. PATTEN, 
of State 


24 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

o all to whom these presents may com: 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proeeed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution 
| by the unanimous consent of all 
| holders. deposited in my office that 

ANTONIO'S SERVICE AND HOW, INC. 
a corporation of this State. whose principal 
of i i ed at No. 111 
Newark, County 

of Jersey (Anthony L. 
being the agent there in and in charge thereof. 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
‘orporations, General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolntion. 

NOW, THEREFORE. I. the Secretary of 
Do Hereby 
on the 
in 





| State 





| State of the State of New Jersey. 
Certify 


that the said corporation did 
day March, 1960, file 
duly exeeuted 
jin writing the dissolution 
noration, execnted by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the record 
of the pmceedings aforesaid are now on file 
| in my said office as provided by law 

™N TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1! 
have hereto set my hand and af- 





of said cor- 


to 


fixed mv official seal at Trento 
Ae this Third day of March, A.D., 
(Sea one thousand nine hundred and 
sixty. 
| EDWARD J. PATTEN 
| Secretary of State 
LJ Ma 19, 17, 24 £21.60 


1| 


| 
| 
! 
| 


Cecere, | 


| L 


my | 
and attested consent | 


CAMILLE MARIE RUSSONELLA 
ROBERT ANTHONY RUSSONELLA 
ag eon EUBIN 














New Jersey Sut 
Essex € 
Estate of 





NOTICE is he reby given that t 4 
of the subscribers, New Jersey fix 
Trust Company, Alexander Johns t 
lard G. uge, Jr. ! 4 
of Albert C. Kluge 


and stated by the Clerk o 
of New Jersey and reported 
to the Superior Court, Chancery 
Essex County, at the Hali of Re 
ark, > ‘ n Friday, 

1960 at 


for 









t ‘ 
theret o for the 






















3 > 15th. if dec edent’s wi 
0 ion to pay all of the ! 
in their hands to Willard G. Kluge 
NEW JERSEY BANK AND TSt*: 
COMPANY 
By JOHN J. DEVLIN, 
Vice President and Trust Officer 
ALEXANDER JOHNSON 
WILLARD G. KLUGE, JB.) |. 
Exeentors under the will of + Birr y 
C. Kluge, deceased. SEens oc - 
J.—Mar. 3. 10. 17, 24 __ $e 
Dated: February 8 
ESTATE OF FRANK E. PENDLETON 
deceased. sz WIES 
Pnrsuant to the order of DAVID FB. Mee 
ER. Snrrogate of the County of Esset. 
tay made on the application of the eis 
signed, Administrator of said acy 


atice is hereby given to the cr 


pe 
said deceased to exhibit to the § bec za 


their 


of 


under oath or affirmation. 
demands against the estate 
within six months from this date. or © 
be forever barred from  prosect seine 
recovering the same against the bx 
TRANK P PENDLETON 
STEELMAN. LAFFERTY, ROWE & 
MeMAHON, Attorners 


sa. 





24 Commerce Strevt 
Newark 2. N. J A 
L.J.—Feb. 11. 18, 25, Mar v 
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a 
——- LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES | LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 
‘ t the undersigned will STATE OF NEW JERSEY | STATE OF NEW JERSEY Dated: Februa 4, 1960 STALE UF NEW JEKSEY 
non pay Hen co a: Ge DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE ESTATE OF RITA ANN GROCE, deceased. DEPAKTMENT UF STATE 
Newark, New Jersey, on March | CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. WLEN- CERTIFICATE UF DISSULUTIUN 
iu o'clock im the forenoon, for To all to whom these presents may come,|To all to whom these presents may come, | ER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, this | 70 aii to whom these presents may cume, 
them to assume the Greeting: Greeting: day made on the application of the under- Greeting: 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | signed, Administrator of said deceased, notice WHEKEAS, It appears to my satisfactiva, 


thorizing 
*IARIE| BELLE HARA and 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | is hereby‘ given to the creditors of said} by duly autnenticated record of the proceed 

















“GIUFFREDO HARA by duly authenticated record of the proceed- . 
r. CAMPIONE GIUFFREDO, ings for the voluntary dissolution thereef | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | deceased to exhibit to the subscriber, under/ ings ivr the voluntary dissolution therevf 
ly and aS parent and natural| by the unanimous consent of all the stock-| by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | oath or affirmation, their claims and demands| by the unanimous consent of all the stock 

of Joanne Giuffredo. holders, deposited in my office that holders, deposited in my office that against the estate of said deceased within — deposited in my office that 
o, Esq., Attorney, MILITARY PARK HUTEL CORPORATION A. G. HOLVING CO. six months from this date, or they will be WALNUT APARTMENTS, INC. 
ld Avenue, a corporation of this State, whose principal |a corporation of this State, whose principal | forever Dkrsad_from prosecuting or recovering | a corporation of this State, whose principal 
; ottice is situated at No. 16-20 Park Place, | office is situated at No. 268 South 20th Street,| the same against the subscriber. Office is situated at No. 744 Broad Street, 
10, 17, 24 $10.08| in the City of Newark, County of Essex,| in the City of Newark, County of Essex, | .. _.., GEORGE W. GROCE in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (James Kenny,| State of New Jersey (Fred Goldfadea,| WILDSTEIN & WILDSTEIN, Attorneys State of New Jersey (Louis J. Cohen, 
Dated: February 18, 1960 | being the agent therein and in charge thereof, | being the agent therein and in charge thereof, | 14 Academy Street veg Lue agent therein and 10 charge therevt, 
WASYL UCALUK also known as| upon whom process may be served), has |upon whom process may be served), has i ome 2, N. J. 4 F upon whom process may be served), Das 
GU TSALIUK, deceased. complied with the requirements of Title 14. | complied with the requirements of Title 14, ; ¥-J-—Feb. 11, 18, 25, Mar. 3, 10 _—s'| complied with the requirements of ‘Title 14, 
order of DAVID H.| Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | Corporations, General, of Kevised Statutes SHERIFF'S SALE Corpuratious, General, of Kevised Statutes 
rogate of the County of Essex,| of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing SUPERIOR (CHAN.) D-74. = Oe ae oe isculng 

the applicatk of e under- | of is C i f i D. of Yertiticat f Disso ion. | oopr > NaLET EN 7 <A sparw | U lis e ic ssolution. 

1 the application of th de of this Certilticate of Dissolutio of thia Certiicate of ssolutior SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY, NUW, LHEKEFUKE, 1, the Secretary o: 






strator of said deceased, notice NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of NOW THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary of CHANCERY DIVISION, ESSEX COUNTY, | state of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 



































































| 
iven to the creditors said | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | DOCKET NO. F-2289-58 — Between Just 
4 ? to the subscriber, under | Cer that the said corporation did, on the | Certify that the said corporation did, on the | Realty Co. a, corporation of New Jersey, praale bee hy, aa ———— ‘ae’ te 
Roth their claims and demands | Fighteenth day of February, 1960, file in| Twenty-tirst day of January, 1960, file in| Plaintiff, and James E. Morrison and Julia a yp aap emegated null aibanteal ceamele 
s tate of said deceased within | iny office a duly executed and attested consent { my office a duly executed and attested consent | Morrison, his wife, et als., Defendants. a eustina Ry the prints tlun of sai cor 3 
te gis s ie Cees CRE. Oe eee: a be| in writing to the dissolution of said cor-|in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | Execution For Sale of Mortgaged Premises. poration ahs ateo by all the stuckholders 
‘ a i from prosecuting or recovering | poration, executed by all the stockholders | poration, executed by all the stockholders | By virtue of the above stated writ of i ie BPO of ’ . a 
f the subscriber 9 | : 7 thereof, Which said conseut and the record 
t : Dit rT WOLF thereof, which said consent and the record | thereof, which said consent and the record | execution to me directed, I shall expose for! of ine ‘proceedings aforesaid are DOW oO Lie 
dls eatiare” of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | Sale by Public Vendue in Room B-16 at) 1. my suid office as provided by law. 
Givs> & aaa in my said office as provided by law. | in my said oltice as provided by law the Court House in Newark on Tuesday, the . iN JESUIMUNY WHLKEUE i 
a Bi IN. TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1/| IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 | 29th day of March, next, at 1:30 P.M. have hereto set my hand and af- 
. Beware ee oe Siar. 3, 10, 17, 24 have hereto set my hand and af- have hereto set my band and af- | of land an Time) Page that woe 2S nxed my officiai seal, at ‘Trenton, 
L _ i pa fixed my official seal, at Trenton, fixed my official seal, at Trenton, | ° land and pre pts situate, lying an ng this Twenty-ninth day of February, 
. = this Eighteenth day of February, | this I'wenty-lirst day of January, | the phe’ a ewark, Bn County, NeW! (seal) aA. D., one thousand nine hundred and 
pe Dated: February 11, 1960| (Seal) A.D., = thousand nine hundred | (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred | 7CTS¢y, Deng known as 0 Wright St., Lot sixty 
2 9 HARRY WEIGEL, deceased. and sixt and sixty | 29, Block 2806, 33x100, Deed EDW “ARD J. PATTEN 
4 : tw the order of DAVID H. EDWARD J. PATTEN, EDWARD J. PATTEN, ee ee ee Secretary of state. 
KL S Z of the County of Essex, Secretary of State. | Secretary of State Be 63 + tas ae Rg a age) L.J.—Mar. 3, 10, 17 $21 
$: yn the application of the under-| 1.J.—Feb. 25, Mar. 3, 10 $21.60 | L.J.—Feb. 25, Mar. 3, 10 $21.60 | os “2900, 3B page 275 ‘¢ ‘ee 18 aeae paeeai 
tr tri of said deceased, Ee a _ —EEE | - t ee e cnet | 
a esate , SS ee ————— seer _ — —— ' Joseph D. Samuelson, Book 3050, Page 412; 
‘ b v to the editors of 2 aes ie — be I mre sg oto os oe . 3 TE Y WwW ERSEY 
cmex @ Bet t = ibs o tl = pe t nai oe STATE OF NEW JERSEY s rv) VEW Jbitsk | more particularly described as follows: | STATE Ok NEW JERSEY 
to exhibit to the subscriber, 4 DI fons “re SLAle ur JbKSb 2 | met ota et eS | DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
més io pe ese ; ia - DEPARTMENT OF STATE ¥ aa a mn | BEGINNING in the northeasterly line of} Be 7 nT - aia 171 : 
P4 affirmation, their claims and CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION VeVAKlwubNi UF siaAlb | Wrigl acai deka ; henel : ot CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
. ‘ r the estate of said decwased skh LAN AOA 2 2h SSOLU 110. ChKIIbICALE UF VISSULULLUN right street at a point therein distant one) 7, gij tg whom these presents may come 
La Miacige Rs Ms er “yeh o all to h n Dp t me, | - : > kane waiake ae iundre and ninety-five feet, six ine cal , 
- 2 c bs from this date, or they 7 Granting: whom these presents may com |} Jo aii tu whom thee i nis muy cume, - dred passe th = M ae Lore ~ ee Greeting: 
’ ever barred from prosecuting or 6 da i aptinteotion. | tects: cine om je wesssrry 1 PFO WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
* » same against the subscriber. Bh gperr x : ae eee eats oe eh seats | Withitnas, Lt appears to my satistaction, | Street; thence (1) running northerly parallel) yy duiy authenticated record of the proceed 
HELEN KONE ? authenticater sth e proce by duly autuentica yk the proceeu- | With the westerly line of Broad street one} ings for the voluntary dissolution there f 









ascot n thereof 7 mie é ; m ‘ 
the voluntary dissvlution thereof lor Lhe Vuluutary dissuiution thereot | hundred feet; thence (2) westerly and paral-| py the unanimous consent of all the stock- 


GAHAN, Attorney 











te pumerce Street alta unanimous es oesess A Sue stock- | cy the unammous cousent vl ali tue stock-| lel with Wright street 33 feet; thence (3) | uoiders, deposited in my office that 

: ark 3, NJ holders. de VOAD Towkhs | wulders, ueposited in my vice that southerly and parallel with the first course AUTUMATIC LAUNDRIES, INO. 
$10.1) Rapes 18. 25. Mar. 3, 10, 17 pee ‘CRANFORD TO ERS apne 717 WiNiLAH AVENUE, INC. one hundred feet to said northerly line of] a corporation of this State, whose principa! 
— pi drs Lae a corporation of berth whose principal | 4 corporation uf this State, Whose principal | Wright street; and thence (4) running along} office is situated at No. 598 Broadway, in 
4 Se rtp Ags situated at No. 27 Lincoln Avenue, | ottice is situated at N 6U Park Place,| said line of Wright street easterly thirty-| the City of Bayonne, County of Hudson, 
\KE NOTICE that the undersigned will| 2 the City of Orange, County of Essex,| in the City of Newark, County of Bssex,| three feet to the place of BEGINNING. State of New Jersey (Albert Ruduer, 
jy to the Eesex County Court at the bel of New Jersey (Ernest C. Gerardo, | state ot New Jersey (Mlax L. Rosenstein, The approximate amount of the Judgment} being the agent therein and in charge thereo! 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, | veux tue agent therein aud in cuarge tuereot, | to be satisfied by said sale is the sum of| upon whom process may be served), as 


Newark, New Jersey, on Thurs- 


17, 1960, at ten o'clock in the hom process may be served), ba@8) gion wiom process may be served), bas| Two Thousand Four Hundred and Severty| complied with the requirements of Title 14 


¢ complied with the requirements of Title 14. | wompiieu with the requirements of litie 14, | Dollars and Thirty-Eight Cents ($2,470.38),| Corporations, General. of Revised Statute 







































































































































a judgment authorizing them : . dag < 
names of Gail Helen Smith a gy bo ——_ of eng go) poco Corporatiuus, General st Kevised Statutes | together with the costs of this sale. of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuii 
Peter Smith, respectively. | of pve Cc neue oe Blucalutte e issulné | or New Jersey, preiiminary to the issuing Newark, N.J., February 23, 1960 of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
HELEN CALDARO, individually NOW, THEREFORE, ey of |" this Certincate ol WVissviution. NEIL G. DUFFY, Sheriff. j NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
‘ and as natural guard f © of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | <..U") THEKEFURE, 1, tue Secretary of | Mortimer Katz, Attorney. | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
ema: DaviD PETER CALDARO, an infant. | Giotto that the aaid comporation did, on the | site ef the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | L..J.—Mar. 3, 10, 17, 24 $33.39 | Certify that the said corporation did. on th. 
: ul, Let? aud Greenberg, Attys. rertity tha ae oF ee” 1960, file in| Cemtty that the said gore gst did, on the ————_———— | Twenty ninth day of February, 1960, file in 
f Piace RP ae ppocasrt os Sevent Li ot t y ¥6u, til — | my : ly execute ‘ Dn 
ae an my office a duly executed and attested consent | Séventeenth day of Teorey ented consent STATE UF NEW JERSEY | ee eke aa ae eee ae ee 
an Mar. 3. 4 $10.08 | 12 Writing to the dissolution of said cor-| in writing to the dissulution of said cor- DEPARTMENT OF DLale poration, executed by all the stockholders 
15, 20, dar. J, 10 49.09) poration, executed by all the stockholders poration, executed by all the stockbolders CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION thereaf, witieli: eaid coddenh aaa’ tie (adeand 
: which eaid consent and the record | thereot. which aid consent and the record To all to whom these presents may conc. | o¢ the ‘proceedings sforesaid are now on te 
e 2 ed proceedings aforesaid are now on Sa ae = “4 Se é Greeting: te . Races, wide 
eee SURROGATES COURT| i8 my said office ae provided by law. eet eed by inw. ow N® |) WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. |'" ™Y “Uh HN i te" HEREOF, 1 
2 - ee ae ceca g IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I|™* IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1] 3% duly authenticated record of the proceed Lave. heist ea ais Gama aaa as 
f ence Dillon Whitney, Deceased. have hereto set my hand and af | RM ragga fare pra ad Foe for the voluntary dissolution thereo/ fixed oe p Rees ple cae Fr 
> : , + nn “ ah i st J ab - » ‘ ous . J . Bi 
to the order of the Surrogate of fixed my official seal. at Trenton. | hxed my official seal, at Trenton, | °Y, th  dendat a ee 3 art eae S0c™ this Twenty-ninth day of February, 
Morris made on the Seventeenth inca this Eighteenth day of February, this Seventeenth day of February gap a RI pees ey " (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
ary A.D. one thousand nine| (Seal) A D. one thousand nine hundred | ,.< ' a D gee os uine buodre ® MAHW Ai ‘BUILDING CUORVORATION | aa atte s ' 
sixty, notice is hereby given to and we gad ey. «| tee parntien of thle State. whose srincive: | EDWARD J. PATTERN 
ne claims aicaiuee the estate EDW ARD J. PATTEN mags fe | otfice is situated at No. 533 Hillcrest Street, Reason 
Dillot Whitney “tate of the Secretary of State | | in the Towuship of Teaneck, County of Ber-| 7) 7 yor 3 16 17. : 321.60 
ris, deceased, to present the} ! Feb. 25, Mar. 3, 10 $21.60!) J $21.69 | eB. State of New Jersey (John A. Nubler, | “"~ "3%". 1° wane 
oats ae atirmati ten? se —— - — {| -" : “ 2 being the agent therein aud in charge thereof, — 
oe cee. amar ee ju yhom process may be served), lias cTATE OF NEW IE 
r before the Seventeenth day Dated: February 18, 1960; oF NEW JERS! See cae att mn STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
st. being Six Months trom the| ESTATE OF DOROTHY T. NOCK, deceased. | ea te | complied with the requirements of Title }4 DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
7 © : s pe anil DEPARTMENT OF SLATE Corporations, General, of Revised Statute- LTIF 
ier; aud any Creditors neglect Pursuant to rder of DAVID H.} , i , j CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
mass gree g ~ CERTIFICATE OF DISSULUTION of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | 7p g/ i does 7 : 
and exhibit his, or ber or| WIENER, Surro ounty of Essex, | / re } TPs aia y | fo ail to whom these presents may come 
nder vath or affirmation within } day ids at the el a eshby whom | esen ma come of this Certificate of Dissolution. : Greeting: 
vider will be forever barred a: matics is | WHEREAS. It psig eins ‘ NOW, THE tate of 1, the hg oy “ WHEKEAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
their action therefore a st yf said Acuna | “cggeesnephi er Oe da gee lc Megs Ree cae pasty ae tate of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | 1, quly authenticated record of the proceed 
a al si i : = Ra tA lB nt pacha be proceed- | Certify that the said corporation did. on the | jn.s for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
Pe ies tres “under oath or! ings for the vo jissulution thereol | Twenty-third day “of February, 1960, file in| by the unanimous consent of all the steck 
e Seventeenth day £ February jemands ——— by unabimoeus ut f all the stock- | my office a duly executed and attested consent holders, deposited in my office tha 
a , six months | holders, deposited is fice that | in writing to the dissolution of said cor QUALITY FASHION KNITWEAR, INC 
Mary Stevens Bair ever barred SIMPSON- Cv. poration, executed by all the stockholders | 4 ‘> F i S - 
¢ = “ ae | a corporation of this State. whose principa! 
2 rrancis N. Bangs, and e same!/a corporation of thie Stat 1ose principa. | thereof, which said consent and the record | ofice is situated at No. 124 Main Street, in 
ane Ellsworth Hotchkiss, office is situated at No. 400 ‘Bi yomtield Avenue, | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | 4), Korough of Bloomingdale, County of Pas 
.XbCUTORS. ‘ in the Town of Montclair, County of Essex,/in my said office as provided by law. saic, State of New Jersey (Gerard B. Podesta 
Hardin & Ward, Atturueys State of New Jersey Leslie UL. Simpson, IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 iearicne alae ag: 7 ¥ ° 
hake @ P being the ageut therein and in charge thereot 
being the agent therein aud in charge thereof, have hereto set my hand and af- upon whom process may be served) ha-~ 
‘ew Jersey : ve a v . ae: ipon whom process y be served), has | fixed _my official seal, at Trenton, complied with the requirements of Title 14 
25. Mar. 3, 10, 17 $20.79 J 10, 17, 24 complied with the el ts of Title 14 this Twenty-third day of February, Corporations, General. of Revised Statutes 
— = aes ana Corporations, Gee vise Statutes | (Seal) A.D., —_ thousand nine hundred | o9¢ New Jersey, preliminary to the iesuin: 
ms ix i OF NBW JERSEY ( OF RE TIRE MENT of New Jersey. | ms the issuing and sixt of this Certificate of Dissolution 
—_ bias . wie ik af his r ic ‘ > Dis n > PEN | ee -4 “ - 4 4 ~j 
rea DEPARTMENT OF STATE of ‘ Joe. tanteronne aaa pe ARD J. E _ | NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
Be ERTIFICATE UF DISSULUTIUN bate Gf dba State ~a . iS le Re Eee Ps 16, qi State. 521.60 | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
uit hom these presents ma Z rohit Magi ap: ydaycha ne geet plese sabes: ~ $<1.00 | (ortify that the said corporation did, on thé 
er ee ‘ . IN¢ Certify that the said corp on RR, hs | mma NASER aE D ———— | Nineteenth day of February, 1966, file in 
It appears to my satis! rporation of the| © yurth day of Fe att 1960, file in STATE UF NEW JERSEY | my office a duly executed and attested consent 
nticated record of the 1 + resident and | | it ad ay shigpar he bt arson DEPARTMENT OF STATE lin writing to the dissolution of said cor 
voluntary dissolu sY CERTIFY: of said Cor- CERTIFICATE UF DISSULUTION | poration, executed by all the stockholders 
Conse sat of all the stock thereof hich said sg wiped tt Yo all to whom these presents may come. | thereof. which said consent and the recor 
iets, deposit my office that i ofrehe: eroded al ad t and the record} Greeting: | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on fil« 
ae AYCGA DEVELOPMENT CORP of State coe PEP Cener. Shee 1 are now on file} Within AS, it appears lo my salisiaction. | in my said office as provided by law 
, J in my said office as Jed by law. by duly authenticated record of the proceed . TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 









therein IN TESTIMé NY WHEREOF, 1 





f this State, whose mee 4 : : t t j 
: ings for the Vu.untary dissululiou theres have hereto set my hand 






















175 j 
ed vi at 5 Market 8 t, . te . + ap : : n 
i ‘Ont & gate n, eniies fs Passaic Psi hereto _ set my hand and af-/ hy) the unanimous consent of all the stock fixed my official seal. at 
Bate ro 2 , fixed my fBcial seal, at Trenton, | uulders, deposited in my office that | this Nineteenth day of 
AS a“ Jersey (Louis Sclwarts, this Twent yurth day of February, | YOUNG'S, INC (Seal A.D ne th and ine 
for 1M Bog the agent therein and in charge there Seal) A.D., one thousa nine hundred |» corporation of this State, whose principai| = and Sen Ter ee 
THOM So. whom pr may be orved peti ee t rporation of t ° . princi pa. an sixty 
e 7 tho reugitemenen of ‘ bln ee I. PATTEN | office is situated at No. 181 Prospect Street, | EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
& General, of Revised Se iS er FATTE | in the City of Vassaic, County of Passaic, | Secretary of State. 
y prelimi inary to the issuin : r re eee aes rey i dat 21.60| State oF New Jersey (Louis Waillisch, Jr.,| L.J.- Feb. 25, Mar. 3, 10 $21.60 
ate of Di issolution. AT ne » Corpo ration, the} “" saben, > $21.60) being the agent therein aud in charge thereof, é 
REFORE, I, the Secretary of | © ad and retired 100 aes ——— | ubun whom process may be served). hus | Dated: February 11, 1960 
8 State of New Jersey, Do Herebj s so that the amount STATE OF NEW JERSEY complied with the requirements of Pitle 14 ESTATE OF HENRY PETERS, decea 
t the said corporation did, on thy »s of said Preferred Stock was DEPARTMENT OF STATE Porgy ongg = Se — em | Pursuant to the erder of one Hy. 
tn day of February, 1960, file ip ace cacingy and the am¢ unt of said CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION | of this Cantificate of Diseclution sabes WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
Ly executed and attested consent Stock r authorized by its! 7y all to whom these vresents may come | NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | this day made on the application of the under- 


signed, Administrator of said deceased, 
tice is hereby given to the creditors of 
aid deceased to exhibit to the subscriber, 
inder oath or affirmation, their claims and 


was reduced from 


the dissolution of said cor- 
s, effective January 


ited by all the stockholders 
h said consent and the record | 5 
~eedings a are = on file 


| 
} 
| 
| 
ba wit ae thataadion Stute of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereb) | 
tw my satisfaction. | (.rtify that the said corporation did, on th - ; 
| 
} 
| 





rd of the proceed- | ~wenty-third day of February, 1960, file in 





ition of said| dissolution thereof 

















fice as provided by s 1 Stock, the sum of $110.00 by the unanimous consent of all the stock | ms writ tes — ae andes of Geek aor demands against the estate of said deceased 
} TESTIMONY WHEREOE, Jit Stock was charged against, | liolders, deposited 1 that ir “executed by all the stockholders | Witiin six months from tlis date, or they 
= Bereee nee ey. Bane an AE: capital of the Corpora- inhi Hea, | the ‘teof, which said consent and the record | Will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
nxed my official seal, Article of the Cer- ASSOUVIATES, I of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | recovering the same against the subseriber. 
5 Twenty-sixth day ation of the Corporation, | a corporation of this Stats princiva! | in my said office as provided by law. | SAMUEL F. PENZA 
A] ome thousand nine if the Corporation | office is situated at > 700 Bergen Avenue,| SIN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. } | GURRY & CONLAN, Attorneys 

sixty. oe the sum of $11,000.00 in the City of Jerse t County of Hudson, | ave > 1 t- | 1180 Raym md Boulevard 

Ww ARD J. PATTEN WHEREOF, said Ripley-| St New Jersey hur C. Guterl. | — aa po ge fon | Newark 2, N.J. 

cretary of State. has caused this certificate to} be ing the agent therein and in charge thereof. this Twenty-third day of February, | L.J Pein 18. 25. Mar. 3: 10, 17 





16, 17 £21.60 


its President and its Secretary | upon whom process may be served), has | (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred | F 
rate seal to be hereto affixed | complied with the requirements of Title 14. | and sixty. | Dated: February 10, 1960 
| ~ . 
| 
















































F 5 Dated: February 15, 1960) this f February, 1960 Corporations, Genera of Revised Statutes | EDWARD J. PATTEN. | ESTATE OF OBIE TURNER, deceased. 
JACOB KRAUS, deceased. L.S s/ S. Guilbert Ri pley. of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing Secretary of State. | Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. 
miss ; Mh By B8 Fongh ig A nt “= Coremrete ot ex yn _ | ted -Mar. 3, 10, 17 $21.60} WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
Surre¢ f ne Cor nty i) sex, Attes NO SCREFOREI weceeteans Ot... - ae i is day made on the application of the under- 
= Made on the tion of the s/ Margaret G. La ) State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby STATE OF NEW JE RSEY | signed Admini Bnvthen of said deceased, 
- sxecutors of said deceased, mer Certify that the said corporat did, on the DEPARTMENT OF STATE notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
. given to the creditors of _ t Jay February, 1960, file ip CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber, 
3 oa - subscribers, State New Jersey ) ea duly executed i attested consent snd whom these presente may come, | under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
’ Hirmation, eir claims 40) : ” ng to the dissolution of sai : bahia fd Is agair estate of said deceased 
« st the estate of said deceased | Count f Essex ype nerat “ee per not WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction from this date, or they 
. 1onths from this date, or they which said r and the record | & duly authenticated record of the proceed. | barred from prosecuting or 
barred from prosecutizrg or SREI, n this 16th| aa iar aan Degen h — pe ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof | p.covering the same against the subscriber. 
: same against the subscr'bers One Thousand Nine Hun- 2 my said tag r ted by a me? | by, the unanimous consent of all the stock DOUGLAS ©. BAKER 
Lb CHARLES KRAUTS before subscriber, | *" ™-e * gl gt ER.) 4 holders, deposited in my office that OUGLAS © BAKE Atte , 
TIONAL NEWARK & ESSEX of New IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I GALIAP REALTY CO a ee na “sn eee ia 
ING COMPANY OF NEWARK SRET G have hereto set my hand and af-/a corporation of this State. whose princip x » 
R. GANNON. Attorney sworn on fixed my official seal, at Trenton, | office ix situated at No. 744 Broad Street i8. 25. Mar. 3. 10, 17 
nue : t she is} this Fiftes f February,|in the City of Newark, County of Essex. = i 
6. N.J a New| (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hnndred | State of New Jersey (Philip Blank, Sa cee z aS 
8, 25, March 3. 10, 17 ration made | and s being the agent therein and in charge there NOTICE: That the undersigned will 
ement of Pre-| EDW AR D J PATTEN upon whom process may be served) has h Essex County Court, Court 





Jersey, on Thursday, 





complied with the requirements of Title 11 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 





Ripley is the} Secretary ¢ of State ow 
% 1 10:00 A.M. for a judgment 














BARE Not t | 
NOTH the undersigned wil : that the execu-| L.J.--Feb. 25. Ma 
he “County Ger on the af be Certificate | idee Mok ds of New Jersey. preliminary to the issnir Joe Thomas Robinson, an infant 
1 960 at 10 A.M., at “a proper resolu: | Date ‘chruary 8. 1960| f this Certificate of Dissolution. nm name of Joseph Thomas Jones 
Chie ot Maw = oa cmt aoa e 287 NLE. dec NOW. THERFFORF, I. the Secretary of ened 

a to came ti hie ca he!| W a MS +} ae ‘| Certify that the said corporation did. on the ite f the infs 
4 hem t , assume — OR and ae Ww IENER, unvene e of e County of Essex, | Twenty-third day of February, 1960 file in | “ms = s Robinse 
7 THOMAS MILLER is suct yr-| this day made, on the application of the} saps eae - irises piso } 1a tobinson 

mr office a duly executed and attested consent | 1) M aT) $8.19 





said deceased, 





MILLE SUSAN COL- t fixer n j undersigned Executrices o ; - ! 
MILLER, SUSA y reto affixed and said} undersigned. Execu : in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | ae ees : - 





















AND HELEN T2#SSIE} Cé delivered by said Presi-| notice is hereby given to the creditors of | aa 
7 a mration. executed by all the stockholders | .. v * . ° 
BUTCHKO i eve act and ~— } Sai a deceased to e t subscribers, | thereof, which said conser and the ener j =) Bhs eS IT MAS CON PRN , ad 
1h ntary act and deed| under oath or a claims and| -¢ the proceedings aforesaid are now on file| TAK NOTICE that the undersigned will 
and as a natural guardian 0 of deponent | demands against é Of anid GéceGsOO! ta sey anid céiee de ecomtaed Os lau: j apply t Essex County Court, Court 
SUSAN tUCE BUTCHKO, and wt name thereto| within eix months from this date, or the> | IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF 1 | House, New: ark New Jersey, at 10:00 A.M. 
and Hi og a YHKO, infants, ; as witn will be forever barred from prosecuting or! have hereto * my hand and af- nm the Tth day ff April, 1960, for a fufig- 
rg ESSIE BUTCHKO, 8 Margaret G. Larkin recovering the same against the subscribers. fixed my official seal. at Trenton | mnt t ime the name of ELEANOR 
i : ‘ribed before me CLARICE HENLE NEWMAN ; this Twenty-third day of February,| SHIPLE Y PAYNTON 
Esq Jerser, the date | CARYE BELLE HENLE CONNAMACHER | (S+al) A.D.. one thonsand nine hundred | ELEANOR SHIPLEY PAYNTON MICKLEY 
s SAMUEL LEVIN, Attor and sixty. | MORRIS RUB ws 
ar. rowitz 11 Commerce Street EDWARD J. PATTEN |2 Broad St 
Jersey 4 Master of the Superior Conrt of New Jersey | Newark 2, N. J Secretary of State | El id, New Jersey 
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Voice of the Bar 


(Continued from page 4) 


heavy responsibility from “which 
we are not trying to escape. We 
urge all young lawyers to take 
part in the activities of their 
county and state bar associa- 
tions, as one of the means of in- 
suring a continuing indoctrina- 
tion in the highest ideals of the 
profession. This interest is one 
of the small contributions law- 


yers young and old owe to their | 


calling. 

You comment on the failure of 
the campaigns for a Conflicts 
Bill and an Administrative Pro- 
cedure Act. What about the fail- 
ure to accomplish the appoint- 
ment of just six additional judg- 
es? Here do not scorn the ef- 
forts of the State Bar Associa- 
tion. We are not fighting an or- | 
dinary opponent in these areas. 
We are engaged in mortal com- 
bat with Politics. Politics, 
and simple. The same kind of 
politics which held up the con- 
firmation of scores of Federal 





SOMEONE 


LOCATED? 


TRACERS CO. OF AMERICA 
513 MADTSON av YY 77 WY 


pure | 





| Announcements 
| pclae 


Edwin A. Kolodziej, Carmelo, 


Vincent P. Biunno has resign- 


|R. Iaria and Albert P. Opdyke | ed as Counsel to the Governor and 


| have formed a partnership for 

the general practice of law with 
|offices at 429 Washington Road, 
| Sayreville. 








| 
| politics which develops no lead- | 
j}ers and has little in the way of 
| public responsibility. The kind of 
politics which feed on the leth- 
|argy of our citizens. We need 
these additional judges. All of 
the work and planning of years 
| is in real peril. Too, we should 
have a Conflicts Bill. I thought 
|New Jersey would be the first 
| state to lead the way. The re- 
isults of our efforts have been 
| discouraging but we have a pub- 
| lic duty to fulfill in these fields. 

| We cannot abandon these causes 

/nor shall we do do so. I realize 
!your remarks on this score are 
not critical of our actions and 
efforts but rather you under- 
/score the lack of liason with the 
| public. Our public relations are 
lat their best but we still have a 
long row to hoe. 


A reconsideration of the O’Bri- 
an-Wyzanski check list will show 
that our State Bar Association 
has a fairly high score. What 
is more essential, we intend to 
keep trying to make it higher 
every year. Editorials such as 
that of March 3rd are just the | 
thing to keep us alert, but let 


us always keep the record 
straight. 
Respectfully yours, 
John R. Kelly, President, 


New Jersey State Bar Ass’n | 
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has resumed the practice of law 
with the firm of Lum, Fairlie & 
Foster, 605 Broad St., Newark. 
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